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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

U.S. ENVIRON,~iENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY,
Washington, D.G., October 18, t978.

Hon. CARL B. ALBERT,
Speaker o/the Hoarse o/R~presentati~,es,
Washington, D.C.

DsA~t Ma. SP~.~:Ea: The Marine Protection, Research, and
Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (Public Law 92-532)requires an annual report
from the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency on
his administration of the ocean dumping permit program authorized
under the Act. The first annual report for this program is transmitted
with this letter.

The ocean dumping permit program became effective April 23, 1973 ;
the report covers activities up to June 23, 1973. In addition to the
issuance of permits d u~tg this period, EPA has made considerable
progress in devetopin~ the interagency basis for the contihuing
operation of the program and the report also deals with the develop-
ment of the pro~ams for evaluating disposal sites and for mmfitoring
the effects of dumping.

Sincerely yours,
I~USSELL E. Tr~[ ~,

Admini.~trator.
(12I}

¯ ?

LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

RUSSELL E. 'fliAC {,
Admini.strator.

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY,
Washington, D.O., October 18, -1913.

Hon. CARL B. ALBERT.
S1!.eak~ t)J the House oj Representatil,!es,
lVash1.ngton, D.C.

DEAR 1-fR. SPEAKER: The }"1arine Protection, Research, and
Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (Public Law 92-532} requires an annual report
from the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency on
his administration of the ocean dumping permit program authorized
under the Act. The first annual report for this program is transmitted
with thi51etter.

The ocean dumping permit program becRlne effective April 23, 1973;
the report covers activities up to June 23, 1973. In addition to the
issuance of pernlits durin~ this period. EPA has Inade considerable
progress in developing the interagency basis for the continuing
operation of the program and the report also deals with the develop­
ment of t.hE.' programs for evaluating disposal sites and for monitoring
the effects of dumping. - . .., .

Sincerely yours)
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I. SUMMARY

e T!~.e ¢\Iari~ l~.,oteetion, Research and Sanctur*ries Act of 1972uDuo Law ~z-5.2 e~tablishe , . ’.... ,.. ; . ¯ d a prepare for the regulation of ocean
oumpm~ rnrougn toe Issuance of permits by EPA for the dumping in
the oce~u of materials other than dredged spoil. Dredged spoil is
re~malated by permits issued by the Corps of En~ncers and subject to
review by EPA. This is a water.quality-based program oriented toward
a no harnlful discharge goal. ’l his program re,lutes all dumping sea-
ward of the baselhm from which the territorial ~a is measured; discharge
through outfalls into ocean waters is regulated under the FW’PCA
using the same criteria applicable to the ocean dumping permib
program.

in
On August 3, 1973, the.Senate ratified the international ocean dump-
g conventmn, when this convention ha.~ been ratified by 15 nations

it will come into force as an international instrument for the regulation
of ocean dumping. The regulations under which the ocean dumping
permit prepare operates are fully consistent with the intent anffthe
mn~,,uage of the convention.
The proz~am has been operational onl:t since April 23, .1973; since
~na~ ~tme/~ appneatmns have been received and 47 permits aTanted.
Four permits have been denied and several applications withdrawn.
The .... major activity has been in the northeastern part of the Umted"

~tatcs where the du.mpmg of mumc,pal sew~e sludge and industrialu asr, es aria sluuges late the ocean has been ~oinff on for rn~tnv v,~,~
Over 80 percent of the ~ermik~ i~ued have "fieen~to munic--ip’a]iti~e~ o--’r
indllst.ries in the New York and Philadelphia areas.

.~.l n~ragency coordinating committee consisting of EPA (chair-
man), NuAA, Coast Guard, and Corps of ~n_o’ineers has been formed
to coordinate all activities under the Act. ;~his committee has de-
veloped draft research strategies and monitoring strate~ee and is
currently working on standardprocedures and methods for carrying
out monitoring and studies of disposal sites.

The intel~r~ regulations and criteria under which the program has
been initially, operatin~ are now being revised based on public comment
ann upon rne operating experience of the first few months of the
program. Final regulations and criteria are to be published in the near
future.

IL INTRODUCTION

April 23, 1973, marked the end of unregulated disposal of waste
material under the control of the "United States into the territorial
seas, watem of the contiguous zone of the United States and the oceans.
Laws passed in October, 1972 by the Congress of the United States
regulate the dmposal of wastes into the marine environment and have
aa the ultimate goal a complete control and limitation of the disposal
of harmful materials in the marine environment.

(1)
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I. SUl\ll\IARY

The ~fRrine Prott:·ction. ncs~t\.f{~h and St\nct·un.ric~ Act of 1972,
Public Law 92-53'2, e~tablish~d n program for the' rcgult\.tion of ocean
durnpin~ through the issuance of perInit8 by EPA for t.hc dunlping in
the ocean of mtlt~rials oth~r than dredged ~poi1. Dredged ~poil is
regulated by pennit-s issul:'d bv the Corps 'of Ellginecrs and subject to
review by EPA. This is 8. water quality-based program oriented toward
n no harmful di:.-charge goal. 'l'his progTam re~la.tes all dumping SG8.­
.ward of the baseline from which the t.erritorial sea il'i measured; di~ch1trge
through outfalls into ocean waters i~ regulated under the F'VPCA
using the same criteria applicable to the ocean dumping permit
pTO~8m. .

On August 3, 1973, th e Senate ratified the international ocean dump­
ing convention. '\Then this convention ha..~ been ratified b~r 15 nations
it will come into force as an international instrument for the regulation
of ocean dumping. The regulations under which the ocea.n dumping
permit program operat$ are fully consistent with the intent and the
lan2Uage of the convention.

The program has heen ·operational only since April 23, 1973; since
that time 75 applica.tions have been received and 47 pennits granted.
Four pennite; have been denied and seveoral applications withdrawn.
The major activity has been in the northeastern part of the United
States where the dumping of nlunicipal sew~e sludge and industria.l
wastes and sl1Jdge~ into the ocean hat' been ~oing on for many years.
Over 80 p~rcent of the nermits is..~u('d have been to municipalitie5\ or
industries. in the Kew lork and Philadelphia. areas. .

.An interagency coordinat.ing committee consisting of EPA (chair­
nUln), KOA..-\, Coust Guard, and Corps of ~nginccrshas been formed
to coordinnt£.' aU activities under the Act. This committee ha.s de­
veloped draft. reseafeh stra.tegies and monitoring ~trategies and is
currently working on standard procedures a.nd methods for carrying
out monitoring and studies of disposn.l sites.

The interim regulations and criteria. under which the program has
been initially opers.tin~are now being revised based on public comment
and upon t.he operatIng experience of the first few mon ths of the
program. Final regulations a.nd criteria are to be p~blished in the near
future.

IL INTRODUCTION

April 23, 1973, marked the e-nd of unregulated disposa.l of waste
material under the control of the United States into the territorial
seasJ waters of the contiguous zone of the United States and the oceans.
Law's passed in October, 1972 by the Congress of the United States
regulate the disposal of wastes into the marine environment and ha.ve
as the ultimate goal 8. complete control and limitation of the disposal
of harmful materials in the marine environment.

(1)



search and Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (Public Law 92-532) has estab-
lished a Federal 1)rogram of marine i)onution abatement aml control.
Responsibility for different aspects of the pro~am is split :l uong
several differ~,nt agem’ies, psrticularlv the Environmental Protection
Agemy (EPA): the Corps of Engineers. the Coast G,isrd and Ihc
z~atmmd Oceamc and Atmospheric Administrat on (NOAA). The role
of EPA is to set criteria to govern the disposal of wastes to the marine
environment, and to issue permits for the discharge., transp.ortation,
and dumping of all waste materials into the marine environment
except for dredged material, for which the Corps of En~neel~ wiU
issue permits for dumping based aa EPA criteria.
Permits are issued for ocean discharge tl~rough outfalls under the

Nataonal Pollutant Discharge Elimination ;System (NPDES) permit
program established as authorized under Section 402 of Public Law
92-500, using the criteria developed under Section 403, and for ocean
dumping under the separate permitting authority of Public Law
92-532.

The authoHtes delegated by these two Acts provide a broad base
upon which effective control of marine pollution can be built. This
r e.por~ which~, the first annual report required on administration of
l~t|e ~ooI ~u21.1e Law. 92-532, cavern the status of the program up to,,-.~ ,~o, ~w.~, memo.rag t~o months of the issuance of ocean dumping
permits. This report outlines the extent of the problem of marine
pollution, describes the statutory authorities presently available¯ to
control it, describes how the ocean dumping permit program operates,
and outlines the overall program strategy being used to turn the le~s-
lative authorities into an effective program to protect the marine
environment from degradation through control of ocean dumping.

HI. POLLUTION AT SEA

The marine environment has become increasingly polluted because,
in the advancement of technologv, man has not addressed all the
environmental rannfications of his’scientific and engineering pursuits.
The evolution of every new marketable product, service or process
generates some form o’f waste product. This waste can range from a
.sm~.ple heat increment to complex combinations of inorgamc--organie
industrial wastes. In the past, bttle attention was given to the environ-
mental effects of the waste product, much less to ascertaining the reuse
potential or alternative use capability. The minimal technological
effort directed at the waste end of the product cycle endeavored to
seek out "hiding places" for spent materials, locations affording
minimal impact on the immediate enviromnental system. The coastal
region is the ultimate receptacle for most durable waste. The obvious
raze and assumed mixing properties of the oceans have led some to
believe that here lies the supreme "hiding place".

Contrarily, available pollution statistics now show the marine
environment has become fouled inplaces and is becoming increasinglv
so. Some of the s~mptoms of this fouling are shown in concentration’s
of heavy metals, oxygen depletion, bacterial growth, and accelerated

'2

The pnS!'mge of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amend­
ments oC 1972 (Public Ln.w 92-500) and the ~farinc Protection, .Re­
search uno SRnctullri~s Act of 1972 (Publie Law 92-5a2) he...,;; estnb­
lished n F(\(h\ra.l pro~a.m of mnrinc pollution tlb~ltenH'nt illH! ('ontrol.
Responsibilitv for diff£'rt'ut tlspect=, of til(.' pro~E\ln i~ :o:plit :llnon~
f,everul diffl)r~n t ngent'ies. ptlrti{'Hltlrlr t11(' EndronmptH III Pl'ott'l'( ion
Agent'\' lEPA) , Ule Corp~ of EnirlnN'l\', thtl Cotl~f. G'ItH'd, find the'
,Natioutu Oceani(' and Atmo8ph~ric.·AdmiI1i~trntion (NOAA), Tht' rol~
of EPA is to set criteria. to govern the disposal of wn~te:, to (,he marine
en\i.ronment, and to issue permits for the discharge, transport.ation.
and dwnping of all waste materials int.o the marine environment
exeept for dredged material, for which the Corps of EngineeJ'S will
issue permits for dumping based on EPA criteria.

Pennits. are issued for ocean discharge t,hrough outfalls under the
X auona! Pollutant Discharge Elinnnation Svstem (NPDES) permit
program established as authorized under Section 402 of Public La.w
92-500, using the criteria developed under Section 403, and for ocean
dumping under the separate permitting authority of Public Law
92-532.

The authorities delegated by these two Acts provide a. broad base
upon which effective control of marine pollution can be built.. This
report, which is the first annual report required on lldnlinistration of
Title I of Public Law 92-532, covers the st·atus of the program up to
June 23, 1973, including two months of the issuance of ocea.n dumping
~ts, This report outlines the extent of the problem of marine
pollution" descrioes the statutory authorities presently available" to
control itt describes how the ocean dumping permit program opera.tes,
arid outlines the overall program strategy being used to turn the legis­
l8,tive authorities into an effective. program to protect the marine
environment from degradation through control of oceu,n dumping.

m. POLLUTION AT SEA

The marine environment has become increasingly polluted because.
in the advancement of technology, man ha~ not addres~erl all t.he
environmental ranlification~ of his scientific and engineering pu~uits,

The evolution of every new marketable p:oduct, service or process
generates some form of waste product. TIns waste can range frOin a
sitnple hea.t increment to complex combinations of inorgaruc-organic
industrial wastes, In the past, httle at.tention was given to the environ­
mental effects of the waste product, much less to ascertaining the reuse
potential or alternative use capability, The minimal technological
effort directed at the wa.~te end of the product cycle 'endeavored to
seek out "hidini?: places" for spent mat.erials, location~ affording
minimal impact on the immediate enviromnental system. The coasto.l
region i~ the ultima.te receptacle for most durable waste. The obvious
size and assumed mixing propertieso£ t.he oceans have led some to
believe that here lies the supreme "hiding place". -

Contrarily, a.vailable pollution statistics now show the marine
environment has become fouled in places and is becoming increasingly
so. Some of tlle syDlptoms of this fouling are shown in concentrations
of heavy metals, o>''Ygen depletion, bacterial growth, and accelerated
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biostin, atiot Tile Cound -,, ~" .......’-’~’ " " ¯ .......... ,u.mcntat ~{uanly (CEQ), illits 1970 ocean dumping report to the President, describes the de~.rn-
~:-~ dation of tile marine environment. Ill 1968, 38 million tons of dredged

":". :. spoil (34 percent pol!~ltedl, 4 5 million toils of industri~ wlste., 4.5
~!~:?-million ton~ of sewa,g~ sludge. (si~nilieantly eo~ minatol by he vv

metal n’aetmn~), and 0.5 mllhon tons of construction and de~uolitio~t
debrl:~el¢ dcpo~ltetl aud collcealralcl I t le eeasttt[ or’call t~nvirt~z~
met t. Thc.’e 4~ mllhon tolls of In tterl tl~ ¢onstitule less than 2 )erce t,
of tile total vohlme of wa~,~tes ge wrate veartv in Ihe Uniled Nlutcs.
But, coupled only with trends i I population’ growfll in the coastal
zone, the volume, of marine dischar~cahle material, cxtr:tpolated
optimistically, woukt iuerease 70 percent by 1980

"File effect, of concentrating pollutants can be t~agie as in tile e Ise
of Minimata Bay, Japan. Here, nercury concentrations as great as
l0 ppb led to 43 deaths and unnumbered cases of blindness, neuro-
logical diseases, and brain disorders within tile Japanese populatiol~.
Another example indicates that an estimated 20 percent of tile U.S.
shellfish beds, valued at 63 million dollars, lie closed because of con-
centrated pollution.

Finally, attention is drawn to the case of the New York Bight,
New ~ ork City’s "dump". The hast forty-year period indicates that
the oxy¢,en concentration as a percant saturation in the near bottont
waters ~eclined from 61 percent in 1949 to 59 percent in 1964. In
1969 the oxygen concentration dropped to 29 percent in the sludge
dump area and was as low as 10 percent in the center of the dump.
This observation indicates that delicate thresholds of waste assim-
ilating capacity e.’dst in the environment beyond which the addition
of more waste re su!ts m rapid degradation of marine water quality. "

lne sum total oz po~Jutants m marble Waters is not known, largely
due to the size and complexity of the problem, but some quantitati~:e
estimates of to.de constituent~ are impressive. The National Academy
of :Sciences reports the flux of petroleum products to the marine
envh,mment me3 reach 1O0 million tons per year; pulp mill effluents
2 to 4.mi!lion tons per year; heavy me tals greater th an 1 million tons;
org~mc cnemlcal~ greater than 1O0,000 tons per year.

There Is little information about the fate of’waste materials dis-
carded by man after they reach the open ocean, but a few illustrations
show that man’s methods of wastss disposal are impacting there aa
well. Dr. Thor Heyerdahl reports that in a 57-day voyage across
the .e,-tlantle his crew was rudely greeted on 43 days with varied types
and quantities of floating materials discarded" by man. Fro:thor
evidence of global ocean contamination is brought forth in the
article, "Plastics on the Sargasso Sea Surface", from Science, (1972).
The authors report eoneentration~ of plastic particles at. 8,500
pieces or 290 ~ams per .square kilometer over an area hounded
within seven degrees oflatttude by five degrees of longitude. Plastics
nave omy oeen produced in quantity since World War II, again
remforcmg the aereleretmn and resultant timeliness of the ocean
pOilU teen proolem.

/k more recent survey covering some ~ OO,0O0 souare miles of o
from Cape Cod to the Caribbean Sea revealed ~hat oil and plCse~n
materials m ocean waters were distributed far more widely than had
previousl3~ been suspected. Anal~’sis of the distribution of’the plastic
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.'$. bio~tim\llntion. The Counf'iI on Environm!"ntnl Q1Hdity (CEQ), in
".~ ",.': its 1970 ocean dumping- report to t he P1"('~id(>nl, <lc:;c:ribcs the d<'J!l'u-
~{ dat ion of the manl\(' en vironment. j n 1968, :~8 million tons of d l'('c1gecl

.~., ,~poil (:H pcrr.~nt pollutNi). 4.5 million tOIl~ of indu:-:.trin.l WI\~t~"'1 4.5
';:.~:\_- million ton~ of S£'WllgP slud.~~ t~ignifi(,l\lltly r-ontH.ll\inntC'd by b~\I~VY
-. m~t nl fmellOn.:;.), fwd 0.5 mullon ton~ of rOIl:,trudlOll tLlld dl'lnohllOU

debri:'\ werc' Jl\po~it<.\t.i tUld cOHten(rafcci in the <.'of\.:-;ltd oeeu.n environ­
ment. Th~:-\e 48 minion tOllS of materh\.l~ (~ol\~titute l<:,~~ thal1 2 pcareent.
or t he tot n1 volum() of wa.~te~ genC'J'ntpd y~urly in Ihe United Sl H t~~.

Bn t, coupled only with trenrl~ in popnlntion gro\\-th in t-hr C'Oll:,tU.l

zone, the volume of nlarine discha.r~('nhlc matcriu.l, (~xt.l':\.poJfttcd

opt imisticnlly, would increase 70 pereent by 1980.
'rhC' ~fff\ct. of r.oncentratin~ pollutants ('nn be trll~i(' It=' in the ('n~~

of ~Jinimn.tt\. Bay, Japan. HereJ mercury concl'utration~ n:o; grent n.s
lOppb led to 43 de8.th~ and umlumb~r~d cases of blindness, neuro­
logicul diseuse~, and brain disorders v.-ithin the tTnpfille~e populntioll.
Another exarnple indicates that an estimated 20 percent oC the U.S.
shellfish bed~, valued at 63 million dollars, lie closed because of con­
centrate.d pollution.

Finally, attention is drawn t{) the case of the New York Bight,
~ew York City's "dump". The pAst forty-year period indicates that
the oxy~enconcentrationas a. percent snturation in the near bottU!u
waters declined from 61 percent in 1949 to 59 percent in 1964. In
1969 the o~Tgen concentration dropped to 29 percent in t.he sludge
dump area and was as low as 10 percent in the center of the dump,
This ObSel'\"lltion indicates that delicate thresholds of waste Rssim­
iln ting capacity exist in the environment beyond which the addition
of more waste results in rapid degradation of marine water quality.

The sum total of pollutants in marine waters is not kno'\\'"Il, largely
due to the size and complexity of the problem, but some quantitati\'e
estinl:ltes of toxic constituents are impressive. The National Academy
of Sciences reports the flux of petroleum products t-o the marine
enYir,.mment may reach 100 million tons per year; pulp mill effluents
2·to 4 million tons per year; hea"JT metals gr~n.ter than 1 million tons;
ol'~nicchemicft.l~~rE'RtE'r t-hftn 100,000 tons per year. .

There ig litt)r information nbOllt. thp fute of wnst-e mn,terials dis­
carded by In.ln aft-er they reach the open ocean, but a few illustrations
show that man's methods of \Vast.e~ di~posal are impacting there as
well. Dr. Thot" Heyet:clahl report.~ t.hnt in a 57.day VOYllge across
the Atlantic his (:r(lW Wll~ run(ll.r grcrt,ed on 43 dp..ys with yaried types
and quantities of flontingmaterial::; discarded by man, Further
evidence or g:lobal oce:tn contaminution is brought forth in the
article, UPlastieii on the SKl'gas~o Seu. Surface", {ronl Scie:nce, (1972).
The autho~ fPport ("onpentrationq of plastic ptlrticle~ at 3t 500
pieces or 290 grams per ~qnar~ kilom~tcr OVf;\r an nren. bounded
within se\'en degrees or latitude b~· lh-e degrees of longitude. Plastics
have only been produced in quantity ~ince '\Vorld \Vall" II, again
r~inforcin~ th~ ftcrelernt-ion ano resultant timeliness of the ocean
pollution prob)(im.

A more r~cent sur\'~y coV'~ring some iOO,OOO square t:liles or oceD:ll
frOln Cape Cod to the Caribbean Sea re\pealed that 011 .l.l1d plastIc
materiaJs in ocean Wf\ten; were distribut.ed far more widely than had
previousl);' been ~ll~pe(~t~d. Annlysis of the distribution or't.he plastic
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contaminants showed a 20 percent occtuTence in samples collected in
the C ~nbb .aa Sea. and a 5o ........... ," ,, l~-,~,:l~ ~;t-tlrrence m samples collectedin the Antillcan Ch tin and the eontineutal shelf between Cape Cod
and Florida. ihe hea~-ie~t cooccntrations were from Florida to the
Chesapeake Bay. and near Long Jshmd. The plastic scraps were

"?dhint~ifi°~ :Paoq~iet~heres or discs, speck to pea-sized, and were"p .". ene.
¯ Previous hypotheses of not bein~ able to contaminate the ocean
were obviously incorrect, and the problem must be addressed. 5be s
are being .taken through the Marine Protection, Research, ~,.~3
Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (Public Law 92-532), the Federal Water
romltmn (-’ontrol Act. Amendments of 1972 (Public Law 92-500)
the Conventiou on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by Dumping
of Wastes and Other Matter, and the Intergovernment~l Maritime
Coltsult a tire Orgauizatiou.

IV. LEGISLATIVE SUMMARY

~ra~:~le I of .Pub H.c Law 92-532, the Marine Protection, Research,a:r~a~,es ~ct of 1972, is designed to regulate the dumping andp on mr aumping of waste material within the territorial
and beyond the territorial ju~’isdiction of the United States. Title I
b~as tile dumping of all chemical, biological, or radiological warfare
agents, and highlevel radioactive wastes. The Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency is authorized to issue permits for
the transportation for the purposes of (lumping or for dumping of all
material except for dredged material which will be handled by the
Corps of Engineers consistent ~rith EPA criteria. Civil penalties may
be assessed by the Administrator, after notice and o~portunitv for a
h sari~ng, and an .action may be brotlght to impose cr, minal penalties
~-~.~ae pro~slons m tnts title are knowingly violated¯ Title iI of
me t)m autnorlzes the Secretary of Commerce in coordination with
the Coast Guard and EPA to "initiate a comprehensive program of
research on the effects of ocean dumping and on pollution of the ocean
in general. Title III allows the gecretary of Commerce to designate
as manne sanctuaries those areas of ocean waters to the outer edge
of the Continental Shelf for the purposes of preserving or restoring
such areas for their conservation, recreational, ecological, or aesthetic
values.

Section 403 of Public Law 92-590, the Fede1"al Water Pollution
Control Act Amendments of 1972, provides that the Administrator
shall, within 180 days after enactment and from time to time there-
after, promulgate guidelines for determining the degradation of the
waters of the territorial seas, the contiguons zone, and the oceans
including the effect of disposal of pollutants on human health and
welfare, on marine life, and on aesthetic, recreational and economic
values as well as guidelines for determining the persistence of pollutant~
a~l other ~.os~ble location. Jot their disposal. No permit under Section
ao~ mr a msenarge into the territorial sea, the waters of the contiguous
zone, or the oceans shall be issued, except in compliance with the
guidelines. The Administrator shaU not issue a permit unless adequate
information exists on any ~proposed discharge to make a reasonable
judgment on any of the gu|delines.

:9!- r~’!i
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(~ontaminnnl~!;ho\vcd n. 20 percent Of:CUlTCnCe in sample:; collected in
the Cu.ribhean Sea, and a 50 percent occurrence in samples collected
in the' Antillc8.n Chn.in H.nd the continental shelf b~twe('n Cape Cod
and Florida. Tb(l. h('u\-if:'~t conccnt,rations WE're from Florid:\. to tho
Chesapeake Bay. l1.ud near Long: I:;lnnd. The pln~t ic ~t'rnp:, were

'white or op:\que ~ph('re5 or di~('~~ ~peck to pCt\-=-ized. I\ud \H\rC
identified a~ poly~tyr{'ne.

. Pre'rious h"pothe~{'s of not being nble to contaminltte the orcn.n
were obnousfy incorrect, and the problem must be nddr€'Ssed. St,eps
are b(ling -taken throu~h the ?\Jnrine Protection, Research, t"l.nd
SRnctunnes Act. of 1972 (Public Law 92-532), the Federn.l \Vn.tcr
Pollution Control Act. .Amenrlment~ of 1972 (Public Lnw 92-500)
the ('onve-ntion on the Pr:-:vention of ~larine Pollution b~' Dumping
of Wust.e~ and Otht\l" :\Iatti'r, and t.he IntergovenlUlentl\{ ~laritime
ConsuJtntlve Orgn.nizl~tion. .

IV. LEGISLATIVE SUMMARY

Title I of Publi.c Law 92-532, the Marine Protection, Research)
and Sanctuaries Act of 1972, is designed to regulate the dumping and
transportation for dumping of waste material within the territorial
and beyond the territorial jurisdiction of the United States. Title I
bans the dumping of all chemical, biological, or radiological warfare
agents, a.nd high level radioactive wastes. The Administrt\tor of the
Environmt'ntal Protection Agency is authorized to issue permits for
the transportation for the purposes of dumping or for (lumpin~ of all
~aterinl except for dredged material which will be handled by the
Corps of Engineers consistent ,\;th EPA criteria. Civil penalties may

. he asse~sed by the Administrutor, after notice and onportunity for ll.

hearing, and an action may be brought to impose crIminul penalties
when the provisions of this title are knowingly violated. Title II of
the bill.authorizes the S~crctft.ry of Commerce in coordination with
the Coast Guard and EPA to initiate a cOlnprehensive program of
research on the effects of ocean dumping and on pollution of the ocean
in general. Title III allows the Secretary of Commerce to designate
as marine sanctuaries those areas of ocean waters to the outer edge
of t.he. Continental Shelf for the purposes of preserving- or restoring
such areas for their conservation, recreational, ecological, or aesthetic
values. _

Section 403 of Public Law 92-500, the Federal 'Vater Pollution
Control Act Amendments of 1972, provides that the Administrator
shall, within 180 days after enactment and from tiD16 to time there­
after, promulgate guidelines for determining the degradation of the
waters oC the territorial seas, the contiguous zone, and the oceans
including the effect of disposal of pollutants on human health and
welfare, on marine life, and on aesthetic, recreational l\ud economic
values as well as guidel-ines for dettnnining the persi8tence oj pollutants
and o~her possible locations jor their disposal. No permit under Section
402 for a discharge into the territorial 5e1\, the waters-of the conti~uous
zone, or the oceans shall be issued, except in compliance with the
guidelines. The Administrator shall not issue· a pennit unless adequate
information exists on any proposed discharge t.o make a reasonable
judgment on any of the guIdelines. .
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" S~c:tioll 4¢J4 of Public Law 99.2-500 dcaL’~ with a separate perndt
l~roftntm for the discharge of dredgt~d and fill m,lteriat into the naviga-
blc~vaters, administered by the Corps of Engineers. Disposal sties
will be s ~e~:ifird for each ~permit by the api~lic~dion of ~ruidrlines
developed by lho Administrator in conjtmction with the Secretary of
the :Lrmv arid by conslderahou of the ecetmmic impact of the site. ~l~tae
Administrator i-~ authorized to deny or restrict the use of any area for
specification as a disposal site.

Section 4(15 of Public Law 92-500 provides that, in any case where
the dNpo~al._ .. ¢ f .,ewa. ge slud~,e: o which results. . from the operations of
treatment works (meindmg removal of m-place sludge from one loca-
tion and its dcpos!t at another location) would’result in any pollutant
from that sludge entering the n.x igable ~ aters, such disposal is pro-
hibited except in accordance ~rith a permit issued under this Section.

It is the goal of both pieces of legislation that the marine e~.~viron-
meat be protected from the disposal of materials into it, ",~hether
dischargedfrom barges or through co~tinuous outfalls. Both peices of
legislation als0 require the setting tip of a continuing program of ocean
disposal within which ocean dumping which does not damage the
marine enviromueut can be carried out olla continuing basis, not only
in this generation but also in succeeding ones. It was therefore es-
sential that the criteria developed prevent Lhe use of the marine
environment as a hiding place for highly conservative wastes on other
than an interim basis. On the other hand, the criteria developed should
permit disposal to the marine en~ ironment of waste products which are
either innocuous or beneficial in that envlroument, and provision had
to be made for revision of criteria to incorporate the impact of ad-
vancing waste disposal technology.

V, INTERNATIONAL CONVEI~IT!0N

The Convention on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by Dumping
of Wastes and Other Matter was developed at the Intergovernmental
Conference hehi at London in the fall of 1972. It became open for
signature December 29, 1972, at Lomlon, hIexieo City, Moscow and
Washington. The Senate ratified this Con~ cation on August 3, 1973.
After 15 nations have ratified it, it will be in effect.

As soon as the Convention becomes effective, legislation h~ been
introduced to amend the Marine Protection, Research, and Sanctu-
aries Act of 1972 (Public Law 92-532) to require the Administrator
of the Environmental Protection Agency to implement the statute in
a manner consistent ~’ith the Treaty.

The Interim Regulations for tl~e Transportation for Dumping,
and the Dumping of Material into Ocean Wat er~ and for other* . . ~.f* " ¯ ¯Purposes, whn:h were pubhshed m the Federal Reelster on Zhursday,
April 5, 1973, and the interim Criteria under which permits may be
issued, as required by the terms of Public Law 92-032, which were
published in the Federal Register on May 16, 1973, were written
With the language of the ’lreaty in mind. Thus, ratification of the
Treaty shouhl not require any drastic ehang~ in these Regulations
and Criteria or in the operation of the :Permit Program.

-.~ J~~"'....
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- Sc~t:ti()(l 404 CJf Puhlic Law 92-.=)00 denl" with a ~Cpfir(l.t(' prrmit
program for tfw clischurgc of dredge/lnnd fill mllterinl into the naviga­
hIe WI\t()rS, ndministcrcd hy the Corps of EngincerH. Di~posal sites
will he spedfi('(l fOl' cfl.c;h permit by tht" npplien.tioH of guidrlines
d0veloped L\· th() Administrator in conjlfnction with the ~ccr('tiln· of
the .Army mict by considerntion of the N'OIWlHif'- impoct of the ~ite. )rht,
Administrator is nnthorizt:'d to deny or restrict the use (){ nny oren for
·specifielltion as a rlisposnl site.

Section 405 of Public Law 92-500 pro\"'ides thftt, in any Cft:,e when'
the disposl\l of ~ewllge :-;ludgr. which results fronl the opertl.tions of"
trentmE.'ut works (including rernoval of in-plnee ~llldgc fl'Oln one lo('a­
tion and its deposit at anotb{>f location) would'result in any pollutant
from that sll1d~c entering the navigable waters) such di~po~l11 is pro­
hibited except in accordance with a permit i~sued under this Section.

It is the gonlof both pieces of leglslation that the mtlrine environ­
ment be rrotected from the di~po~RI of Jnaterials into it. whether
discharge< {rOln bnrges or through continuous outfulls. Both peices of
legislation nlso require the sect,iug up of a continuing progrtl.m oC ocean
disposnl within which oce-an dmnping which does not dama~e the
murine en'\irorunent can be carried ont on n. continuing basis, not only
in this generation but also in succeeding one~. It was therefore es­
sential that the criteria. deve-Ioped prevent the use of the marine
environment as a hiding place for highly conservative wastes on other
than an interim basis. On the other hand, the criteria developed should
permit disposal to the marine environment of waste products which are
either innocuous or beneficial in that environmentJ and provision had
to be ma.de for revision of criteria to incorporate the impact of ad­
vancing waste disposal technology.

v. INTERNATIONAL CONVE~l'.IO~

The COln-ention on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by DUlnping
of W ast~s and Other Matter was develope.d at the Intergovernmental
Conference held at London in the fall of 1972. It became open for
sign8.~ure Decembe.r 29, 197~,. at L~llllon, 1\Ie~co City, 1;foscow and
Washington. The Senate rnhfied tIllS COnyentlon on August 3, 1973.
After 15 nations have ratified it, it will be in effect.

As soon as the Convention becomes effective, legislation has been
introduced to amend the }.farine Protectiont Research t and Sanctu­
aries Act- of 19i2 (Public Law 92-532) to require the Administrator
of the Environmental Protection Agency to implement the statute in
a manner consistent "ith the Trentv.

The Interim Regulations for tIle Transportation for Dumping,
and the Dumping of ~1D.terill.1 into Ocean 'Vate~, n,nd for ot.her
Purp'ose5, whic:h were published in the Fcl1eral Re~ister on 'l'hursday,
Apnl 5, 1973, and the Intcrinl Criteria unu('r "hlCh p(\rmits mav bp
issued, ftS required by the terms of Puhlic Low 92..,.532, which wer~
published in the Fctlernl Register on 1'In.y ]6, 1973 t were written.
with the language of the 'l'r(lat.y in mind. Thus, rntification of the­
Treaty should not require any dragtic Chtlngcs in thE'se Regulations
and Criteria or in the operation of the Pernlit Progra.m.



VL PROGRA~f STRATEGY
The legislation establishing the ocean dumping per~lit program

imposes on EPA a commitment to a part of the environment m which
controls have been lackhlg in ttle p~st and in which the plescnt state of
knowledge is extremely deficient. The near shore waters of the oceans
have been used in recent years as the final reDositor- of - " y
wastes which could not be disposed of conveniently or~ec.a]~. ~a~oe~m°f
stmctly regulated parts of the environnmut, such as ~(nd waters.
Conctwrently, the oceans have been the domain of the deep-sea re-
Search oceanographers who were more interested in understanding
fundamental processes than in meeting real-time needs for regulatory
con troh

The past approach to combatting uiarine pollution problems has
been one of responsive enforcement, i.e., an environmental dama~,e is
recognized and action is taken to abate the source of polln[’ion,
wherever sucb. authorities existed, such as within the territorial sea:
Outside of the territorial waters, however, no authority to combat
marine pollulion existed, and even responsive enforcement action
could not be taken.

A solely zesponsive approach to the abatement of pol]utlon is not,
however, sufficient to cope with the existing and potential pollution
problems of the oceanic environment. The effects of pollutants in this

~namarme environment, may ~o unnoticed until vast areas are irreversiblyaged. This condltmn is a result of the subtle interaction of pol-
t b: coastal o.e and rathe oue of tidal and of the

W o ~,~o~ucespolm~an~s aumpecl at sea may travel in the ocean in
~ne ansence ot lana barrmrs.

The strategy necessary to cope with such problem~; must therefore
be one of seeking out and correcting potential pol!ution problems be-
fore they occur as well as making a direct ann in.mediate attack on
the problems that already exist.

The new anthorities embodied in the M rine Protection, Research,
and Sanctuaries Act of 1972 and in the Feder~tl ~, ater Pollution :Con-
trol Act Amendments of 1972 extending water pollution control au-
t!mrities to the contiguous zone an¢ t m oceans mskc it possible for
EPA to carry out the ~ul] range of program activities necessary to
accomplish ~is in the near-shore oceanic environment.

In passing the Ocean Dumping Act, Congress established the basis
for strong regulator:)- control of ocean dumping, but made the Act
effective long before much of the information needed for its contimling
implementation could be obtained and even before the necessary
studies could be plam~ed, much less carried out. In establishing the
legislative base for the program, Congress took the view that protec-
tion of the marine environment was of immediate concern, and
required that criteria be developed based on the presently knower
impact of waste materials on the marine enviromncnt.

cern the entire marine ecosystem, not just water quality, and the
critical parts of the ecosystem are the disposal sites themsel’ves, since
they are the first parts of the ecosystem to be impacted by wastes.
In terms of inland waters, a plant’dumping wastes into a stre ~ "
analogous to a barge dumping wastes into the ocean, a n ~s
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VI. PROGR.uI STRATEGY

. The legislation cstabl~hing the ocean dUt~pin~ permit progr~m
unposcs on EPA 0. commitment to n part of the eU\'lro"nment In which
control~ have been lacking in the pas& and in which t.he pte:;cnt slate of
knowlgdge is extremely deficient. The near shore wllters of the oceans
have been used in recent yean; u.s the final repository of a nnieLy of
wllstes which could not be disposed of conn,:nicntly or le~fl.l1y into more
strictly regulated Pt\fts of the enmonmen t, ~uch tl.:i mlnnJ Wll t·NS.

Concurrently, the oceans havo been the domnin of tho decp-t'l'll. l"e­
setlrch ocetmographer:-; who were morc int-ereste:d in unclerstundi.n~
fUl\lhullf.'lltal proce8~es than in meeting real-time needs for rC'gulatory
cont.rol.

The past. approach to combatting lliarine pollution problems has
been one of rcsponsh-e enforcement, i.e., a.n environmental dumngo is
recognized and action is taken to abate the source of pollu tion,
wherever such a.uthorities existed, such as within the tcrritbritt.l sea..
Outside of the territorial wat.ers, however, no authority to combat
marine pollution existed, and even responsive enforcement action
could not be taken.

A solely Iesponsive· approach to the abatement or pollution is not,
however, sufficient to cope with the existing and potential pollution
problems of the oceanic environment. The effects of pollutants in this
marine environment may go unnoticed until vast arens are irreversibly
damaged. This condition is a result of the subtle interaction of pol­
lutants in the coastal zoIieand in the zone of tidal mixing and of the
great distances pollutants dumped at sea may travel in the ocean in
the absence of land barriers.

The strategy necessary to cope with SUl:h problem~. must therefore
be one of ~eeking out and correcting potential PQllution problems be­
fore they occur as well llS mnklllg a direct and immedintc attack on
the problcm~ that already exist.

The new tl.uthoritie::: embodied in the :VIurine Protection, Research,
ann Snurtun'ries Act of 1972 and in tht' FNlt'ral "Tiltl'r Pollution Con­
trol Act Amendmcn ts of 1972 extending wuter pollution ('ontrol il,U­

thorities to the contiguous zono and the ocet\.Il~ mnke it possible for
EPA to carrv out the {ull range of program a.eth~it.ies )lCCeR~a.ry to
accomplish this in the near-shore oceanic'-environment.

In passing the Ocean Dumping Act, Congress esto.blisheJ. the basis
for strong regulatory control of ocean dumping, but made the Act
effective long before much of the information llf.'eded for its continuing·
implementation could be obtaineod and even before the Dt'ceSStl.l'Y
studies could be pJaluled, Inuch lc~~ camed out. In establi::ihing the
legislative base for the program, COllgre~s took the view that protec­
tion of the marine environment wa~ of immediate concenl, and
required that criteria. be developed bused on the presently known
im~nct of waste Inaterials on the marine environment.

Tllis approtlch is analogous in concept to the setting of water
quality criteria, and then developing dIscharge standards to meet
those criteria. In the Ocean Dumping Act, however, the criteria con­
cern the entire marine ecosystem, not just water qualiLv, and the
critical parts oC the ecosystem are the disposal sites thelllse.lveg, since
they are the first. palts of the ecosvstCln to be impueted hy wastes.
In terms of inland waters, n. plant"dmnping wa:o;t.es into a strenm is
analogous to a barge dumping wastes into the ocean.
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When the water quality standards program was established in 1966
there had already been some 40 years of research and fie d survey of
the impact of wastes on streams, and a definitive body of data already
existed. When the Ocean Dumping Act was passed, however only 10
of the 200 dumping kites in use had ever been studied, and only a few
of these in any systematic manner, l~ven in these few cases there is
insufficient information to determine what the quantitative impact
of w~utes on the marine environment actually is. There is, conse-
quently, a great dearth of knowledge on the irapaet of wastes which
must be rectified at the same time the permit program is in operation:

In starting the program, EPA has sot highly restrictive limitations
on the types of materials which can be drooped on a continuing basis
.with tease}ruble a.~uranee of negligible environmental damage. At.
the same time a system for the issuing of interim special permits for
wastes not meeting the limitations was establisbed, and dump sites
now in use were approved on an interim basis. Thus, while the mech-
anism for issuing permits is established and operating, there is no basis
fro’ knowing at the present time how much or what kind of wastes
have been dumped what their impact 6n the environ nent may be, or
exactly what restrictions should be placed on dl mping to protect the
en ~aronment.

The program strategy includes full implementation of the permit
pro~am on a continui~a’g basis, the evaluation and approval of some
disposal sites for dumping on a contim~ing basis andtermination of
dumping at others, researchand monitoring to impro~ e knowledge of
the impact of ocean dumpin~ and the ability to regulate it effectively.

The followin~ Chapters-describe the operation and present status
of the pernfit program and the research and monitoring strategies
through which mteragency cooperation will be sought and these goals
achieved.

Since so litt|e work has been done on the study of the impact of
ocean dumping on the marine environment and particularly on the
iff:paet ofwastes on specific dumping sites, ~he use of existing dumpingsites for continued dumping for an int~irim peri()d was desirable for
the following reasons:

b 1. If anexisting dump.site has already been irreparably damagedy dumping, httle addmonaI impact on the marine ecosystem
will occur by eont!nuing to dump at that location; whereas i’t may
be true that arbitrarily shifting to a new site could result in
irretrievable damage to’two areas.

2. If aa e.xSsting dump site is gradually being degraded by
dumping, careful monitoring of thesite and the nature of th’e
.wastes being dumped will provide ~ aluable information on the
impact of wastes on the marine environment without having to
devote an undamaged part of the ecosystem for this purpose.

3. [ he resources available for carrying out the necessary field
surveys are quite limited; by limitin~g tl{e universe necessary to
study tile areas known to be already stressed by ocean dumping,
these resources can be committed to sol~e the problems where
they exist rather than dispersing them on a random search for
new dump sites.

At the present time only general evidence is awfilable to determine
the impact of dumping on many of these kites. Until sufficient evi-
dence is accumulated and guidelines are prepared on the use of indi-

7

'V}H~n the "mler qllulity :;tH.cH]nrds progTam was e;-;tl\.bli:.;hcd in 1960.
there had alrl~ll(i.r been some 40 yettJ:i o( fP:-icu.rc:h and field survey of
the impact of WtlSWS on gt,rcam:;. unci l\ definit.i,·c hod~' or data nlrendy
existed. \Vhcn the (kcan Dunlpin~Ad WllS pns~ed, however. only 10
of the 2no dUlnping sites in use hud c\'(~r been studied. and only a few
of these in n.n\· $\'stenuttic manner. Even in these (pw CU~(\S there is
insufficient. infOI-rnution to clc~(,l'minc what the qutlutitnth·(:'. impact
of wa.~tCg on the mllrinc en\;ronment ndun'lly b. There is, consc­
.quently. n. great dctlrth of knowledge on tho impact of wHstes which
nlust be rectified at the same time the pertnit prograrn is in operat.ion:

In starting the prograln, EPA has £ot highly restricti\'e limitations
on the t \'pe~ of n1uteriuJs w'hich can be dnmped on tl continuing basis

.with rC~lsolluble 88Surnncc of negli~ible enviromnental daIna~e. At·
the ~lune time n system for the issUIng of interim gpccinl permits for
Wll::;t-e~ not meeting the limitation~ W1\.S established, and dump sites
now in U8e were approved on an interim basis. Thus, while the mech­
llnisnl for issuing permit~ is establi:;hed and operating, there is no basis
{or knowing nt the pregent time how Jnu(~h or what kind of wastes
hl! \"(~ been dumped, what their inlpnct on the enviromnent llltlry be, or
exactly what restrictions should be placed on dumping to protect the
en \irOnulent.

The progrtlm strategy includes full inlplementation of t.he permit
program on a continuing basis, the evaluation and approval of :;Olne
disposal:o:'ites for dumping on a continu.ing basis and te-rmination of
dumping at othe-rs, research and monitoring to improve knowledge of
the impact of. ocean dumping an~ the ability to regulate it cffectiV'cl.r.
Th~ follow1ng Chapters- de~cflbe thc operation and present status

of the permit program and the re~eu.rch find monitoring strategies
through which. lnteragency cooperntion will be sought llnd these goals
achieved. ,

Since so little work has been done on the study or the impact of
ocean dunlping on the lnarine environment and particularly on the
impact ofwastes on specific dmnping sites, the use of existing dumping
:;iteg for continued dumping for an interim periQd was desirable for
the following reasons:

1. If an existing dump site hus nlready been irreparably damaged
by dumping, little· additional impact on the murine ecosysten1
ml1 occur by continuing to dUlnp at that location; whereas it may
be true that arbitrarily shifting to a new :;ite could result in
irretrievable dnmllge to two areas.

2. If an existing dump site is gradutllly· being degrnded b)1'
dumping, careful monitoring of the site and the natur(l of the
.wastes being dumped will provide yalnublc inCorlnation on the
impu.ct of Wllstes on the marine environment without lUl'\~ing to
devote an undamaged part of the ecosystem for this purpose.

3. 'fhe reSOUr(;eioi available for carr"in~ out the necessn.rv· field
surw~j"s nrc quite limited; by limititig tIle universe necessary to
study the area.;; known to be nlrcnd \' stressed by ocean dUluping,
these r~ourees can be r.ommittcd'to solve the problClns where
they exist rather t.han di~pen:;ing theln on a. random search for
new dump sites.

At the present time only general c\·idenco is avniln,blc to det.ermine
the impnct of dumping on mu.ny of these sites. Unt.ilsufficicnt evi­
dence is nct'umulated and guidelines arc prepn.rcd on the u::;e of indi-
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vidual sites, evaluation of permit applications must be based upon a
eon.~ideration of the general types of cl aracgeristics of dump sites
desirable for minimizing tile effects of waste materials on the
environment.

The evaluation and approval of disposal sites is therefore a critical
part of the entire strategy. It is here that the decisions must be made
as to whether or not waste materials can be dumped ~’itho~lt harm to
tile.ocean environment, and, if they cazmot, what part of the marLue
environment suould be reserved for this purpose. For this reason the
clntpter on monito.ring strategy deals in some dehtil with the pro-
cettures to be used m. cvah|afing disposM sites.

VII. ELEMENTS OF THE PER~IIT PROGRAM
The Ocean Disposal Permit Prepare incorl?or,~tes the use of five

types of permits; the general permit, the specml permit, the interim
special permit, the emergency permit, and the permit to handle
dredged materials.

The general permit is essentially a determination made by theth t a e! of ma’ e als is to he oo.s dere harmless
,~ ann ~rea~ect m ~ prescribed fashion. The determination

and handling instructions are formally published in the Federal
Register. This ~’pe of permit will be used to regulate such activities
as the dumping of galley waste and refuse from naval, merehatlt and
passenger vessels during routine operation, removal of wa’eeked
vesse!s from navigation channels and their dumping in the ocean, and
burial at sea.

The speeial2ermit regulates all materials not covered by file general
pelTMt and strictly regulates the disposal of such materials when it
can be demonstrated that the quantities, nature of wastes and methods
of disposal )rill not result in irreparable or irrevocable harmful effects

,, ¯ ~ ~’ . q ~ail oe reqmred by the Environmental
rr~ecuon Agency.prmr to.t,hc k~uaace of a speciM mrmit.
th~Uc~lt~t~n ~’ec~al2Jerm~ may be grunted )rhenl, waste violates

, ~t wnen there ~s no econonucally feasible present
alternative to the ocean disposal of the waste. In such cases a permit
may be granted, but only contingent on the development of a satis-
factory implementation plan either to bring the waste into com-
pliance with the criteria or to’elin~inate it from ocean dumping entirely.

An onergen~d permit ~’ill be issued only when there is a danger to
human health involved and there is no 1~easible alternative to ocean
dumping. This type of permit requires consultation with the Depart-
ment of State since it. de’Ms with materials which ~-ill be prohibited
under the international ocean dumping convention.

The dredged material permit issued and administered by the Cores
of Engineers is sp.ccifiea]l~y geared to dredged sooils and rennires t]~o
same careml teeing aa lor those materials addressed bv’~t~ ~pA
special permit. The Administrator ~dll recomme-a ...."-~--- 2" -.=enu .has the right to review permits issued by the’bo~pVsVo~]’ng~ieS~e~sS.

With the ".mltiation of the permit program on April 23, 1973, anyone
wee w~snes ~o alspose o~ waste in the ocean must make application
for a permit by submitting a letter of application to the EPA Re.o’ional
Administrator responsible for the port of exit to the disposa~ site
under consideration.
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vidual sites, evaluation of pp,rmiL H.pplicu.tions mnst be hft~cd upon a
consideration of tho genert\l i,nw~ of charn.ct.c.ri~tics of dump siLe·s
dcsirablt' for minimizing the effects of WH.Sto mat~ril\ls on the
ellvlronlnent.

The evaluation and approval oC dis~o5al sites is thcrcCorc So critical
part of the entire strn.tcgy. It is here t,mt the decisions n1l1st be made
as to whetber or not waste materials can be dumped without hm'm to
the ,ocean environment, and, if they CU:IUlOt, what part o.I the mal'illc
enVIronment. should be reserved for tlH~ purpose. 11 or tins reason the
chn,pter on monitoring stra.togy don.ls in ~olUe detu.il with t.ho pro-
ceduns to be used in evall1nting tlispo~al sitc~. .

VII. ELE1\lENTS OF TIlE PERI\f.IT PROGRAM

The Ocean Disposal Permit Progrnm incorJ?ori\;te~ the u~c or five
types of pcnnits; the general p~rmit, the specIal permit, the interim
special permit, the emergency permit, and tho permit to handle
dredged mat.erials.

'rhe gen.eral permit is essentially a determination made by the
A.dministrator that a. class of materials is to be considered harmless
and innocuous and treated in n. prescribed fashion. The determination
and handling instructions are formally published in the Federal
Register. This t"'pe of permit ~iJl be used to regulate such activities

. as the dumping of galley waste and refuse from naval, me.rchant, and
passenger vessels' during routine operation, removal of wrecked
vessels from na:vigation channels and their dumping in the ocean, and
burial at sen..

The special pennit regulates all materials not covered by tho general
permit and strictly regulates the disposal of such materials when it
can be demonstrated that the quant.ities, nature of wn."t~s and rnethods
of disposal will not result in irreparable or irrevocable harmful effects
on the marine environment. Bioa~says and other tests as appropriate
made br tl.pprovcd techniques will be required by the EnvIromnental
Protechon Ag~ncy prior to Lho k ...\h\nCe of n. ~Pt~eill.l pnrmit.

An h~f(!J'im 81'tcii:d permit rou)'" be grunted ",11(\n n waste violates
the. critc.rin., hnt when there 1~ no economicnlly fcn~ible present
alternative to the ocean disposal of the waste. In such cases a permit
may be granted, but only contingent on the development of a satis­
factory implement.ation plan eit-her to bring the waste into com­
pliance with the criteria or to"elinlinate it from ocean dun1ping entirely.

An ~ergenClj permit will be is~ued only- when there is tl. danger to
human health involved and there is no feasible alternative to ocean
dumping~ This type of permit requires consultation with the Depart­
ment of State ~ince it. de"nls 'with. materials which will be prohibited
under the international ocean dumping convention.

The dredged ma·terio..l pttm'it igsue-d and administered by the Corps
of Engin~ers is specifically geared to dredged spoils and requires the
same careful testing as for those materials addressed by the EP.A
special permit. The Administrator will recommend appropriate sites
and has the right to renew permits issued by the Corps of Engineers.

With the initiation of the permit. program on April 23, 1973, any-one
who wishes to dispose of waste in the ocean must lnake application
for a permit by submitting a letter of application to the EPA Recional
Administrator responsible for the port of exit to the disposo1 site
under consideration.



9

’~, i’."~

" "~ The letter must include the o,"i£dn of the waste (manufacturing process) 
the nature of the wn-~te (physical, chemical description) ; amount; tile
ineans of conveyance to the dump site; usual loct~tion of vessel; name
of person or th’t/t ap )lying for a p ,lieatlou and size selection, q lie appli-
cant will also be asked to submit il~forlustion concerllitlg sliernat0
Incthoda open to hhu for dispo:~sl, and ii strtmg r:~se for oceau dmnping
on the part of the a ~ ~licant shin.lid be prepared prior to submi~-~iou of
application let lets:.

If, and only if, the information in the application letter i~, complete,
and if through the proper testing the material is shovnx to meet the
criteria, ’,,,’ill a permit be issued to the applicant describing in detail
the site to be used, the time of dumping and the prescribed method
for release of the waste into the sea.

A processing fee of $500.00 is charged for processing each appiiea-
tion for a special permit for dumping (no fee is charged for a general
permit) and if the applicant wishes to use a site other than those
listed by EPA as approved sites, an additional fee of $1,000.00 is
charged. Renewal of special permits is 8200.00 Agencies of the United
States are not required to pay a fee. .

The tentative decision to issne or den*, a permit is prepared in writing
within 10 days after receipt of an application letter. If the tentative
determination is to issue a permit the following information is for-
warded to the applicant:

I. proposed time limitations, if any;
2. proposed dumping site, and
3. a brief description of an3" other proposed special conditions

determined to be appropriate for inclusion in the permit.
Public notice of all completed applications is circulated widely for

public information. Specifications of the application and permit are
posted and further information can be found at the office of the Re-
gional Administrator. Notice is mailed to any interested party upon
request and shall be considered a standing request.

The states (water pollution control agency) are notified and certifi-
cation by the state contiguous to the territorial sea used as a dump
location is requested. State certification is not required in the watem
outside the territorial waters of the United States.

In: addition to the public and the states, the Corps of Engineers,
Department of Commerce, NOAA and the Coast Guard receive a
copy of the applieatfon for comment to the issuing office of EPA within
80 days.

The Department of Interior also receives notification as required
by provisions of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act and the
.X.larine Production, Research and Sanctuaries Act.

If enough interest is shown by the public, a hearing will be held.
Requests for the hearing mus,~ be in writin~ and submitted within 30
days of notice to all parties, qhe Re~onal’Administrator or designee
will designate a time hndplace to air all comments or objections to the
issuance of any permit. The Administrator may also determine that
the requesb does not merit a public hearing and in such a case he will
advise the requester in writing of his action and continue to process
the application.

Anyone receiving a permit must maintain a complete record of his
dumping activities and shall make.it available for inspection upon the
request of the Administrator or his designee. The information should

¢
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'The letter must. include the origin of the wo.::.;tc (manufacturing process);
the nature of the wuste (physieal, chemical description) ; amount; t.he
means oC ronve.nlIlcr to the- dmup site; USlHlllo('u,tion or ve:-;:-;cl; un.mo
'Of p('r~on 01' firtH :lpplying for npplicl\ti()11 tllHl ~i'l.l' ~clcction. ThL' nppli­
cnnt will nlso be H~kL'(1 to suhmit. illfnl'mntion conct'l'nitl~ ultl'flmto
met hod~ open t \.' him fol' di:,po:'t\ 1. II thIn ~t l'on~ t':)~l\ Im' {\{'I':m d \l U\pin~

on tilt.' }ltu·t of thl' ltpplit'tll\t ~hould l>l' pfl'p'\L'ed prior (0 t'l\bl\li~,iotl of
applicll.tion l('tt(\~.

If j and only if, the inIormlltion in thc.~ t\pplit'f\.tiolllett~r is. complcte,
and if through the proper testing the' material is shown to Dlcct. the
criteria, will a permit be issued to the o.pplicunt describing ill detail
the site to be used, the- time of dumping and t.he prescribed method
for relc:'ase of the waste into the sea.

A proce::;sing Ice of $500.00 is charged for processing each applica­
tion for a special permit for dumping (nofce is charged for a general
permit) and if the applicant wishes to usc a site other thtlll those
listed by EPA as approved sites, an additional fee of $1,000.00 is
charged. Renewal of special permits is $200.00 Agencies of the United
States are not required to pity a fee.

The tentative decision to issue or deny a perInit is prepared in writing
within 10 days after receipt of an application letter. If the tentative
determination i:; to issue a permit the following information is for..
warded to the applicant:

1. propo:;ed time limitations, if any;
2. proposed dumping site, and - '
3. it. brief description of any other proposed spe.cial conditions

det.ermined to be appropriate for inclusion in the permit.
Public notice of all completed applications is c4'culu.ted widely for

public information. Specifications of the application and permit are
posted and further information can be found at the office of the Re­
gional Administrator. Notice is mailed to any interested party upon
re~uest and shall be considered a sta.nding request.

The states (water pollution control agency) are notified and certifi­
ca.tion by the state contiguous to the territorial sea used as a dump
location is requested. state certification is not required in the waters
outside the territorial waters of the United States.

In' addition to the public find the states, the Corps of Engineers,
Department of Commerce, NOAA and the Coast Guard receive a.
copy of the application for comment to the issuing office of EP.A. within
30 days. .

The Department of Interior also receives notification as required
by provisions oC the Fish and 'Vildlife Coordination Act and the
}'-Iarine Production. Research and Sanctuaries Act.

If enough interest is shown by the public, n. hearing win be held.
Requests for the hearing must be in writing and submitted within 30
days of notice to all parties. The Regional Administrator or designee
will designate 0. time and place to air 0.11 comments or objections to the
issuo.nce of any permit. The Administrator may also determine that
the request does not merit a public heRring and in such a case he will
iWvise the requestor in writing of his action and continue to process
the application. - _

Anyono receiving a pennit must maintain a complete record of his
dumping activities and shall make it available for inspection upon the
request of the Administrator or his designee. The information should
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reflect the instructions found on the permit and any deviation from the
permit instructions.

A report of the information in t|l~ records is required, the periodicity
of which is made part of the permit instructions.

If an emergency at sea occurs and dumping is required wit out
permit, the It m per nlust roe ~rt all nart.i~..l~,~ ~ ,t " . , . .. a
~V:*L:....’~ ~ ~ .~ . . -- ¯ ....... I~o t,O wle .t~{ n

ustratorzlzHll do {lays O[ tile (lllllll:, 1~,

¯ Umte.r.the law the U.S. Coast Guard will patrol and ulonitmg achvltms. Pet alties for viotati-l, .t ,i.~ ~ or i.hnnp.
¯ . ¯ ~,t tltt: la~ ctn run IS nigh as$50,000 fro" each violation. Anyone violating the hlw wilt have a trial-

t~’pe he~aring and within 30 da~’s following adjourmnen~ a determina-

tl:p,:~’snetn~e~ldtb~htheAdnolf~l~;~rator based on tile facts and findings

VIII. PRESENT STATUS OF THE PERMIT PROGRAM

The ocean dumping permit program became operational April 23,
1973, the effective date of Public Law 92-5:32 Since thht time the
seven IEPA coastal re,’ions have i~sued 47 permits for ocean dumping.
Table p,eseats perunent aata on the permits issued as of June 23,
1973.

No major .problems ’n admin stration of the prod, ram It we
poured. I he hrnlte~ periods for nublh ........ - r~ ,- ap-
apphcatlo,ls in the initial ~tages of "t ~’e ",,rozrmen~.°~ .-pec|,ne permit
verse public rolnnlOnl kl~ ~-I.:- . t. ~ ~--- ....~ ,-.ause(l seine aft-

.- " ---J ~..~ ozJlS ~VfiS an In[el1the tame constraints inh .... . ;_ ¯ . -,..- m measure required by
,-.*~,tv zli ule Inl~laLlon Or the program.

regulations andcnterm expired June 23, 1973. Bs-sed on these comments, research
presently under way and operating experience durinc, the first f ~
months of the ro-gra - . " ’ ~ e "¯ , p ~, m, the interim rec, ulatio ~ " ¯ ¯revised and final reaulal~ ........~ ~ ~ , n.,and C[lteria will be

Int~|.,~e, .......... 5_. ..= ...... .u De prommgatec~ m the fall of 1973.-. ....... ~.rtl~:y t:oorulna~lon on a nat|o||a[ ~cale i~ bein~ achier-.1 ~,..

- - y a~,reementsand gmdelines for operation are now being develope~.
]he Coast Guard is informed of all permits issued and the condi-

t.ions imposed, so that suitable surveillance operations can be conducted.
The Coast Guard has not advised EPA of any violations of the Act
as of June 23, 1973.

The responsibility for issuing special permits has been dele ated t

EP~ reg~nal: offices; Brief summaries of the activities ~ ....
o

...... o, 1~¢.~) o~ eaen region follow. ’ ~ ..... ~"
Reg’ian I (Bo~tou, zl/ZazsaehUsetls)

Region I issued its first ocean dumping, permit M’av 18
New England Division of the Corps of ~ngineers fo~th~ 1973, to the

sinking of abarge at the Foul dump site in Massachusetts Bay.
1 he region hay,. also received three other formal applieatio

disposal at sea. Safety Proieets is art ina,~--:-~ ¯ __ ,, ns for¯ , ¯ . . ----~or~at reluse COlleCtorna~aruou~ and to.,ae chemmals m small -u,,,~;a~ ,,,, .o~
some neutralization or ene.~_~ ~.h,, ....¯ 7 : ......-..:,. xney provlae

- ....... ~*, materials m concrete. The region
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reflect the instructions found on the permit ano any deviation [rom the
permit instructions.

A report of the information in tIw records is required, the periodicity
of which is IlHHle pttrt of the. pernlit inst.ructions. ~

If nn elll(\rgLlncy nt SI.'f\ OC~\lr~ find dumpin~ is rNl\lirecl wit.hout ll.

p~rmi t,t lH' dlim prf mll~t report n11 pnrticultu'l:i t.o the Ad mini~t.rll.tor

within 30 <iny:, of the dUHlping.
Undrr th,,- JltW thr U.S. COH~t. Gtwrd will pttt-rol and monitor dump­

ing fictiyitie~. Prnnlties for violntion oC the In.\\' cun run u.s hi~h fiS

S50.000 Jor ench violation. Anyonn \"iolH.tin~ the lllw will have fl. t-rilll­
t~·pC' h{,llrin~ and within 30 days following Ildjournm~nt a cl£'terminll.­
tion will be mtlde by the Admini;;;trator baseo on the fncts and findings
t\~ presented by the hearing officrr.

VIII. PRESENT STATUS OF THE PER1\1IT PROGRAM

The ocean clumping pem1it program hecame oJ,1erational April 23,
197:~, the effeeti",p date of Publie Law 92-5:32 Since thnt time the
~eYen EPA coa~tal re~ions have is..;;ued 47 permits for ocean dumping.
Table I presents pertment datn. on the permits is~ued as of June 23 t

1973.
X () mnjor prohlem~ in noministrntion of the progrtlm hn'''~ np­

p~ftr~(t. The limitNl periods for ptthli(~ (~ommcnt on. ~pecific permit
applicatioJl:-: in the initiul slngc:i of the program has caused ~ome nd­
yerse puhlic (;ornment, but this WU:oi an interim measure required by
the time (;on:o;\rnints inherent in the initiation of the program.

Beca\l~e of th~~e con~trnint~ it was necessary to publish interim
regulntions and criteria as tl. bu.sis for operation in the first few months
of the program. Pel'iod~ for puhlic comment on the regulations ftnd
critel·i~l. expirl'd .June 23, 197:~. B~\.~{'d on these comments, Tcsenrch
presently under ""flY, and operntin~ experience during the first few
months of the program, the interim regulntion~ and criteria \dll be
re,·ised and final reuulations "ill be promulgated in the latH of 1973.

11\tern~ency coordinntion on a. national ~cnle is being nchic\"ed by
an int~rng(\on(~,'" t'oordinHting commit.tee composed of EPA, ~OAA,
the Cmu,t G\u\rd, and the Corps of Ellgincen;. Jntern~ency~\gr('ements
nno guideliilc:j for operation are now being developed.

The Coast GUl1rd is informed of all permits issued ann the condi­
t·ions imposed, so that suitable surveillance operations can be conducted.
The Coast Guard has not advised EPA of any violations of the Act
os of .June 23, 1973.

The responsibilit,y for iosuing special p.ermits has been dele~lltcd to
EP.A regional offices. Brief summaries of .the activit.ies (through
.June 23, 1973) of each region foHow.
Rtrj'i,un, 1 (Bm;lo1t, J.Vfas!Jachtl.$etts)

Rco-ion I issuod its first ocean dumpinu pennit ~-Iay 18, 1973, to the
Xew Englo.nu Division of the Corps of Engineers for the sinking of a.
barge at the Foul dump ~ite in ~lassachusettsBay.

The region has also received three other formal applications for
disposal at sea. Surety Projects is an industrial refuse collector of
Iln~nrdous anu t.oxic chemicals in small quantities. They provide
some neutralization or encase these materials in concrete. The region
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: has broken thi~ ai~pli,:ation into two parts. The th’st section wilt deal
¯ -..~ with thc disposal of earth metal.-’ ((’alci m, So(lium, Lithinm, 

"~~ Potassium) which have been stored on site and have an immediate
’~-~ explosive risk. A )ublic hearing wa~ held June 19 1973, at the John F.

:.~.~ : Kennedy Fedcnd Buihlin¢. Fhe resL of the applicatiou will be handled
-~ " as a tvp’ieal ocean disposal operation. Another Jlcariug will have to be

scheduled to decide whether this operation should conliuue and, if
so. what li uitations and monitorillg ~chcdule~ should be developed.

The other two applications al~;’by Plizcr Chcudcal (?ompsny and.
"A&S Transportation (’onlpsnv. 1 I’w Ptizera )plication is for the dis-
posal of a culture medium used in the proces,~ing of their product. This
material was oric, inallv di,~,)osod of in Long l,~laad Serum. An enforce-
lnenl conference |ernm).ated th, at opcraUou, arid a land disposal site
was used. Local discontent ha.’ forced them to find another allcrna-

’ tire; ~o once again they propose ocean di~po-~al A&S Transportation
has been contracted by the City of Stamford, ( onnectmut, to dlspose
of sewa,:.e sludc’e off the coast of New York Fhis will be a temporary
procedure unti~ the eonstmctxon of an incinerator is completed wltlnn
the year.

The regional office has al.~o been contacted regarding the disposal of
two fishing boats. Copies of the rcgulatious h,~ve been sent. to the
prospective permittees, and the region is awaiting the applications.
Re~.fion 1I (.Vew York, New York)

In January of 1973 Re,on I! received from the Corps of Engineers
a list of the hermits the Corps had issued to municipal and industrial
ocean dumpe’rs¯ hx addition to t!fis lis!. of names, the region prepared
a list of those organizations the3 felt "~ould be potential ocean dump-
ers. The Regional Administrntor seat s letter to every potentisl ocean
dumper on these lists. The letter outlined EPA’s responsibilities under
the 3Iariue Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act cf 1972 and
requested information necessary for evaluation of a permit application.

Mthouc, h several sneeehes ~md papers had been Wen in the region
t c’~oup~’ which repr’-esent.ed potential applicants, many prospective
applicants were uncertain exactly what would be required of them.
Because of this, meetings were scheduled with each industrial appli-
cant followinu receipt of the requested hfformation, the EPA pro-
gram was ou[lined and the draft regulations and criteria discussed.
Applicants were asked whether they "(vere currently disposing of their
wastes in the ocean, if they had been doing it. a long thne, why the
waste was not berg disposed of elsewhere, ,~’hat the process was
giving rise to the waste, how long¯ they proposed to continue to dump
in the ocean, what they could do to reduce the levels of toxic or
unacceptable materials in their waste, and what their implementation
plan was for the future¯ Because of the lack of thue, municipal appli-
cants were contacted by telephone. If any severe problems arose, they
came in to discuss them.

Following these meetings, p,ublie notice of 21 complete applications
was printed in the New York times along with notice of public hear-
ings to be held within 5 to 7 days. Atthe same time letters were seat
to the applicants giving them the time and date of their hearings.

Each public hearing was attended by g hearing officer from tim
Enforcement Division, his technical aide, two Surveillance and
Analysis Division representatives and representatives of the applicant,
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hn.s l,roken this uppli{~llti()f) into two purt~. The first scet.ion will deal
.~."'t with the <li~po~ml of eart.h rnetah-' (CnleiuIn, Sodium, LithiuID J and

~~~ . Pot~~itlm) whicll }\u.\~e l)~('r) stored on site ~lll(l 11tL\·e un immediate
£lxplosive risk. A public hearing Wl\S held June H), 1973, nt t.he John F,

:y;' Kenneuy FcJerl~l Building. TIl(' rr=iL of the nppliention will be handled
--; ." . as a typical oet'an tli~poSM.1 operation. Another hearillg' will have t.o bo

::)chtlduled. to decide- wht'ther this operation should <:ontiuue unut if
so, what limitations and monitoring' selH.'tiltle:-: should h£' rle\'<.'JopQo.

The (.'ther two Hpplieatioll:-i IU'" by Pfizer Cht'mietll Compnny tlnd.
'.-\.&~ Trnn~p()rtntilH\ Com puny. Tlw Pfiz(:'l' t\pplj(·!\tioll i~ for tho diR­
pn~nl of 1\ cult\lr~ mC'dium u~(ld in till' prl)('()S~illg- of their rroduct.. This
uHHerii-ll Wll.:5 ol"iginnlly dispos{'d of in Lon~ bll\lld Soune , An l-'n{orce­
lllcnt (.'.onfcrcncc tcrminnted thnt opl'ration, Hnd n lund disposnJ ::;ite
WtlS w~ed. Local di:-icontent htl~ forced them to find another nllcrna..
tive.:~o, once again they propos£' o(.'(l.\n (lisp.osnl. A&S rl~ransportiltion
has been contracfed by the City of Stamford, ('onnC(~ticutt to di::;pose
of sewage sludO'coff the coast of Xew York. Thi~ will be a temporarv
proc€'tlure until the constnlCtion of an incinerutor i::; cOinpletcd withm
the YNl.1'.

The regional office has al~o b"cn contueted r('gurding the disposal of
two fi:;hing boat:;, Copies of the regulations have been 8ent. to the
pro~pecth"e permittees, and ,the region is a.waiting the applications.
Bit/torI II (..Yew rorK• •Vew rork)

In .Jll.nuary of 197:) Region II reeeived from t.he Corp~ of $ngineers
, a list of the pennits the Corp~ had isSUN{ to munieipnl nnd indt1~trilll

ocean dumpers. In addition to this list. of names, the region prepared
a list of those organizations they felt would be potentilll ocean dump­
ers. The Regional Administrator :-i<.'nt n Iet.ter to ever.v potentinl ocean
dumper on these lists. The letter outlined EPA's fl'spollsibilitieg under
the ~larine Prote-cHon t Re~ellrch l\ud ~anctl1nrie:;; Act. cf 1972 and
requested information neces~ury fOf evaluation of a perrnit application.

..t\..lthough several speeches nnd pnpers had been glyen in the region
tc ~oups which represent.ed pot,entinl upplicnnb, ll1nny prospective
npplicants wcre uncertainexnctly whnt would be requircd of them.
Because of this. meetings were scheduled with each industrial appli­
ctlnt following receipt of the reql1e~ted information. The EPA pro­
gralH was outlined and the draft regulations and criteriu diseussed.
Applicants were asked whether they were currently disposing of their
wa::;tes in the ocean, if they had bCf\n doing it. a long tunc, why tho
wU:o:te was not being disposed of elsewhere, what the process was
giving risc to the waste, how long. tht'y proposed to continue to dump
in the ocean, what t.hey could do to -red uce the levels of toxic or
unnc(:eptable materials in t.heir waste, and what their implementation
plan was for the future. Because of the lack of titnet lllunicipal appli­
cants were cont1lctcd by telephone. II any severe problems arose, they
came in to discuss them. .

J4'ollowing these meetings, public notice of 21 complete applications
was printed in the New York Time~ along with notice of public hear­
inbrs to be held within 5 to 7 days. At.the same time letters were sent
to the applicants giving thenl the time and dat-e of their hearings.

Each public hearing was attend~d by n: hearing. officer from the
Enforcement Division, his technical aide,· two Surveillance and
Analysis Division representatives and representatives of the applicant,
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and t,,o g,mer,d puh! e :ith e, cptioo of a rep-¯ . me cavJromaental ffroup who attended each hearin
and objected to each permit, application, there was very ]itt e writteng
or oral comment fr( aa the general public at the hearings.

Following the hearin~.,s, meetings were hehl by Ill,, Regional Ad-
ministrator’s staff to di’~(.u~ comments made at the hearing aml |o
make ~l. !!~dga!en.t as I,, w!wther to change the eomtitie s of the permit
aDU ~J,’Ot [lltr Io issue or tIOllb" tile permit. If lhe decision was luad(* I~o

~’t~ tht’e 1,ermit, it was signed by ll~e Region,d A niuis rater and. ca mn :ent to tile appheant that It was approved.

e, . J, - ~., on .t.t In au(uhon to contacting each applicant
and lmhling separate meetings with them, public notices had to be
written and public meetings attended. Too, much effort wa~ nut i,e,-,
selecting the appropriate parameters used for monitoring" of th~:i~’~’:
anu tae metnouolo~,v bv which *~ ....., .... ,., " .... "~v,.r ~ kAt~ utiat*.~t’S O.L {.no Wastes would bedone. Meetings were hehl with the applicants, dumpers and anah, tieal
laboratories to discuss these methods.

to Ftt~ll°~’ing issuance of the permits, several barge companies objected¯ e. peeifications in the permits that dumping be done in daylight
hours only since the maritime industry works arouml the elock: As a
result of this objection, it w~ agreed [hat dumping at night could be
done if necessaD-; ho)vever, if more than 25.percent of the dumping-
were aerie alter uarK, the application would come up for reconsidemtio~

The region is eurrendv discussing with each portal{tee alternatives
to ocean disposal. Various nmni,’ipalities who are diunpin~" sewao-e
sludge are contacting industries ia. their jurisdictions to get"tliem ~o
reduce by pretreatment their discharges of toxic or harmful material.

Among Region II’s applicants are ~wo co upanies who pick up wastes
~omjl m,nlh.er of loc~t~ous, mc.l~J~[mg some trucking "middleman."
¯ Ju uue occasion one ot Illese role(lien ell nicked u a loaf
m’e . . ,-. p I of wastesnded for land disposal and they ended uD m *he truckino- ,, ......
wastes to be disposed of iv. the o~:ean. A raember of the-’~ur’v-e~t:n~c:

¯ ann knalvs|s Division was checking the manifests of truckers bringing
waste in {’or o~ean disposal and noted that the generator of the wastes
intended for landfill was not on the list of customers whose wastes
were approved for ocean disposal. As a result this particular middleman
was not permitted to contr!bute his truckload of wastes to those being
di~osed of ~ the ocean, l’his type of surveillance is continuing- a~
pv,~onne~ ar~ avauaole. . o

In addition, one of the companies was requested to drop two of
his customers since one had wastes containing a high percenta e of
mercuD, and the other would not identify his was~es, his proe~gs~e or
his.,products. " .

for the most part the applicants and dumpers have been very.

p atmg fully with the re,on.A meeting w~th the Coast Guard to discuss surveillance mdteated
that Ooast Guard was waiting for guidance from their Headquarters,
further meetin,,s are olanned

Region II h~s beeh cooperating with NOAA. for the past year in
the MESA project in the New York Bight area. They¯ have attended
all meetings and agree with NOAA that this area deserves high
priority.

: i :~ ! ’ ¯~ ~-i~¯ ~i ¸ ;! ¢~¯ ~ ¯ ~ <:F ...*~’?i ?:~ ~ ,° ~ ,: ::
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permit hoillcr, !tnel the general public. With the exception of a rep­
reson t.utive or one environmental group who o.ttc-ndecl each hearing
and objected to euch p('r-miL application, there was very little \rnU('n
or oral comment from the general ptiblic fit the hearings.

Following th£' ht.'tu;nf.,.':-', mr<.'till~:-' \\"(,1'r lwltl hy t]w 1{('giOlhll Atl­
Jnini:-,trl\tor-'~ ~ti\ff to dh~{'\1s:, tomm(\nt:, llIHt!(' nt t1w h('llt"il1~ IUh\ 10

JUnkl' t\ jUtlgnH'Ht. l\:' to whrthcr to t'hnngl' t.h(' c:onditi01\:-; of Ilw lwrmit
tlud whl'll\l'l' to l:;SUc- or df1lly tlw p<'rmit. If 1\'(\ d(\('i~ion W:\~ nwdt' to
i~\lf' th!' ]wrlllit, it· wn~ ~igncd by tlw Hrgionul Admilli~lrntol' lind
not.ification ~ent to the npplicnnt t)lnt it wns npprmT('d.

The tim~ constrnints or i~suing permits by April 2:J pr(,~(,llt(.~tl n
great probl(\lJl for Region II. In addition to contu.(':tin~ench npplictlllt
and holding separate rnectiDg~ with theml, public notices hud to he
written find public meetings nttt'IHlcd. Too, much effort wn~ put. into
selecting the nppropriate parameters used for monitoril1~of the WIl8tes
and. the methodolog-y by which t.he nnalys(>s of t.he wll~tes would be­
done. :\fc.etingH 'yere hel<l with the npplicn.nts, (lumpers and nnnlytical
laboru tOfWS to dlSCUSS these methods. -

Follo\""..·ing issuance of the permits, several barge compu.nies objerteci
to the spocifications in the pennits thnt dumping be done in daylight
hours only since the maritime industry works around th~ clock. A~ a
result of this obj('ction~ it wu.s agreed that dumping at night could be
done if neces:;~I'Y; however, if more than 25, percent of the dumping
were done after dark, the application woulcl come up for leconsiderotion.

The region is currently discu~sing with e3ch pl'rmittee 1l1t~rnati\'E's

(0 ocean dispo!'al. Yariou~ muni('ipRliti(1!-> who fife dumping sewage
sludge nre contacting in(lll~tries in their jllrisdiction~ to get them to
reduce by pr(,'treatment ll~eir discharges of t.oxiC? or hnl'~(ul mll.t~rial.
Amon~ H.e~iollII's apphclUlt8 nre two cornpn.tnes who pICk up wastes

from n numl)pr of locil.tlons t inclwling some trucking Itmiddlemen."
On one occnsion one of these middlemrn pickNl up a lond of waRtes
intended for land disposnl mHl they ended up in ~hc trucking con"lp'any's
wllstes to be disposed of in the ocean. A m.eluber of the Survelllance
and Analysis Division was checking the manifests of truckers bringing
waste in for ocean disposal find noted that t,he generator oC the \',ru:ites
intended for lnndfill was not on the list of customers whose wastes
were approved for ocean disposnl. As a result this particulnr middleman
was not permi tted to contribute his truckload of wustes to those being
disposed of in t,he ocean. This type of surveillance is continuing as
personnel ure available. . '

In addition, one of the companies was requested to drop two of
his customers since one had wastes containing a high percentage of
mercu1")p and the other would not identify his was...es, his process or
his._products. .

For the most part the a-pplicants and dumpers have bean very
cooperatin~.Thev seem to be aware that their wastes may be damag­
ing tho en,-ironm"ent and are cooperating fully with the region.

A meeting with the Coast Guard to discuss surveillance indicated
that Coast Guard was waiting for guidance {rom their Hendqulll"tors;
further meetings are planned.

Region II has been cooperat-i~ with NOAA for the past year in
the MESA project in the New York Bight area. They· have attended

-all meetings and agree with NOAA that this area deserves high
priority.
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The EI’A coastal Pollution Research Lahoratory in Corvallis i~
currently makin~ a stmlv irt Region I[ on text site selection and ~re-
sit(, evaluation for testin~ or an experimental dump site off Fire Ishmd.
Informalion on the microbiology of lhe water eohunn ix being gathered
by Region If personnek A decision will be made within the next
six months on whether the aite is to he used.

During May and June of this year Region II personnel are collecting
general chemical haekgrmmd data on duulp sites ill tilt’ Bieht to
support evaluation of their perlnit requests in line with the e~’itelia.
Both the slutlge duYaping grounds and the acid dumping grounds will
be covered from 4 to 6 times each.
Region HI (Philadelphia, Pennsylvania)

On April 23 Re,on III issued ocean disposal permits to the City
of Philadelphia and. the Edge Moor faeilit3 of E.I. dnPont. Phila-

delphia was granted a permit to dump no more than 75 million
gallons of sewage sludge in the six month period ending October 23
at a site 50 miles from shore. The Cite has been requested to do ex-
tensive analyses of their sludge and ~:ill be required in the fnture to
initiate studies to determine lethal effects, bioaceumulation and

’ de~,radation.
~uPont’s permit was for no more than 20 million gallons of a

15 to 20 percent acid liquid during the sEx-month term of the permit.
The company is presently, complying with EPA requests for anal5 ses
and monito~ng.

The re,on has also received a numher of other permit applications.
Tim 8uu Oil Company of Marcus itook, Pennsylvania, submitted
an application on April 18 to dump approximately 6,000 barrels a
nionth of white water and 17,000 barrels a month of spent caustic
at e dte approximately t00 miles.off Cape Hatteras. Se~ eral meetings
were held t~’ith the company, mM a public heating is scheduled for
July 13 wit!l an alternative site proposed.

Rollins Environmental Services, Inc., of Wilmington, Delaware,
applied for a permit on March 29 to dump approximately 2 million
galllons of a contaminated brine solution once every seven weeks.
Although additional supportive data were submitted on April 30,
the region requested further information on May 1. The company is
presently supplying this information.

Modern rrahsportation Company of Philadelphia applied for a
permit on April 11 to dump approximately one million gallons of a
mixture of industrial we.ares and sewage sludge, septic Wastes and
digester eleanout. A hearing was scheduled for July 12. A meeting
was held on June 21 to discuss future permits for sggregated wastes.

Four other permit applications have been received; three are
awaiting additional technical information from the applicants, and
the fourth was withdrawll.upon receipt of a request for supplemental
information.

As a result of the hearings and evaluation of all pertinent informa-
non on the (’Aty of Fhthulelplna s apl)hc~mon Re,on III deculed
to move t m City’s dumpsite from its existing location 12 miles off-
shore to another existing site 50 miles offshore. Prior to the City’s
dumping at the new site, the re,on carried out a baseliue survey of
the site.
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Tfw EPA c:oaslill Poilu tion RcscHrr~h Laboratory in Cornl1lis i~
(:urn'll tly IHaking a ~llldy in l{{'J"don I f OIl tC'st site s(·lc'eLioa and prc­
siU' ~vuluu.tion for l.~stiIlI~ of lHu.·xperiment.nl clump sitC' off Firp. Islnnd.
Informntioll on the microhiology of thr wntC'r c:olumn i~ bC'ing g'nthl~rcd­

by Region II peI':;onnel. A <led:)ioll will be 111lHIe wit hin the next
six mont-hs on whether the. site is to be u::;rd.

Dllrill~ :\ f Ity Hnd Jml(~ of t hi:; yelll' Rc·gioll II pl!l"sonnrl urI! eollecting
gcnernl eherni(:lll huC'kgro\llHl dat-fl. on dump sit(':) in tilt' Bight to
support e,-alllntion of their permit rcqnr~t:; in line with the critclia..
Both the sludge dumping ~roullds llnd the acid dmllping grounJ:; will
be covered from 4 to 6 times cach.
Re!p'Qn III (PhiLulelph-ia, Pennsylvania)

On April 23 R(lgion III i~sued ocenn di:;posal -.2crrnits to the City
of Philadelphia and· the- Ec1ge NIoor facility of E.!. duPont. Phila-

'delphia was grunted a permit to dump no marc than i5 Inillion
gallons of sewuge sludge in the six 1110nth period ending Oetober 23
at a ~ite 50 miles from ~hore. The Cit.y hn~ been requested to do ex­
tensive analyses of their sludge and will be required in the future to
initillte studies to determine let-hal effects, bioaccumulation and

I dearlld!ltion.
DUPOll t's p~rmit wa~ for no more than 20 million gallons of a

15 to 20 percent acid liquid d\\rin~ the sL"{-rnonth term of the permit.
The conlpany is presently.coDlplying with EPA request.~ forunalyses
and moni toring.

The region hu:-, ulso received a numher of other pennit applications.
Tlw ~Ull Oil COJupuny of ~111.rcu;-; lIook, P{'nn:o;ylYanil1, snbmit.trcl
tlU n,pp)jention on April 18 to duinp approximat.ely 6,000 barrels a
niol1th of white water and 17,000 ulll'l'cl:o' a month of spent caustic
at- 3 site ll.pproximntelv 100 Dli}.es·off Cap(J Hntterap" S('vernl mel'tings
were held with the ccnnpnny, lUlU u public hellring is Rchedul~d for
JulY 13 wit,h lHl alt-eruative sit.e proposed.

Rollins Enyironmental Service::;, Inc., of Wilnlington, Delaware,
ftpplied for a permit on ~1arch 29 to dump approximatrly 2 million
gallon~ of 11 contaminated brinc solution once c\-cry scyen weeks.
Alt,}lOugh additional supportive datn. were submitted on April 30,
the region requested further infol'lllllt·ion on 1-fay 1. The company is
presently supplying this information.

~Iodern Transportation CODlpanv of Philadelphia applied for a
perJnit on April 11 to dump approximn.telv one nlillion gallons of a
mixture of industrinl wastes and ~(lwn.ge sludge, sept,ic wastes and
diges~r cleanotlt. A hearing was srhedliled for July 12. A meeting
was held on June 21 to discuss future permits for se~re~n.tcd wnstes.

Four other pennit applications have been recClvcd; three are
awaitin~ additional technical informal,ion frOln the applicants, and
the fourth wns v.;thdrnWIl upon rcceipt of 11 request for supplemental
information. .
A~ a result of the heuring'S anu evaluation oC u11 pcrLincnt inCormll.­

tion on the City of Philndelphia·s npplical.tion, Re¢on III decided
to move the City's d\unpsite {rom it~ existing location 12 mi1('g off­
shore to nnot.her exist.ing site 50 lniIc~ offshore. Prior to the City·s
dumping at the new sitc, the rcgion carried out a baselin.e survey of
the sit.e.
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Reglm~ IV (Atlanta, Georgia)
B.egioa IV has not received any applications for o(.e n dural)in~lmrrsits. The re, on has sent letter~ to till State arsl I~e era geneie~

which would ttave knowledge of ocean durspiug activities, lilld all
respon.~es have been

¯ tl(*~ittlve.
Several inquiries from potential

pernlit al)t)liCnlllS ha/’e beenall~.W (,red.

ltfgb.+ 1"I (l)alla..~. Texas)
Re, on VI is strieth- regulating ocean (11111111 n~ ia t11o Gulf w te~

adjacent to Texas an’d l,ouisiana by iml)o~in~ restrictions des ~’le
to minimize ttle effects of d mfiw-;,"-" ¯ .~ ¯ . . ,, ,.. d
- , , ¯ ,, . " . t - e, ~t tire IllaFlne en’¢lronnlent and atleadi to an l,ndorstandi,+ of

’ - . ¯ . ean dumping pcrmittec is reqmredto conduct toxicity studies of their waste using appropriate marine
species so the acute damage can be minimized during future operations¯

The most important and most difficult requirement of the perrsittee
is in-situ bioaceumulation studies that will reveal the Ul)take and
rsagnification, if an),, of their waste in the .mar!an organisms that
in.habit the dump area at any stage dunng thew hfe c)’cle.

In addition to regulating dursping and reqt iring studies, ReMon VI
has re.quired the pernfittee to record the water deoth du~n¢, d~,,,,," ,,
operatmns permanently label all drums and nrovi~t .....;W~’ ..... p.m,,
containment and count+errseamtre plan" to saP;gtlard aq;.t~a’t.+iPr.e’;~in,+.te°~
if an unplars~ed discharge occurs outside the apt)roved dumpin¢, zone.

Ocean dumping personnel are activch- compiling data on the~loten-
tial deep water fishery that is being ~leveloped through the efforts
of the National Mea’it~e Fisheries Service and Texas Parks and Wild-
life. Exploratory fishing is taking place on the Oontinental Slope
from 100 to 1.000 fathonls and ole~tial <omrser(ial con entrations
of royal-red shri np. tilefish, bake, and cleon-water crabs hay
<liseo;,,erecl. Inforrsati rs related to this ne’w fishery necossitet~eet~ll
re-evaluation of the allproved dural) sites and dit’tt/les 1.11o 11o<,(I for
deeper sites as well as requirenwnt.s for tl’ealluent, schcthlh,s in lieu
of dumping.

.4. meetiri,, was held ~rit.h the Coast, Guard to determine their
eapablhty for surveillance and to include within future l)ermits any
special requirements that would apph-. As a result of the meeting,
additional requirements were added (o the twenty-four hour notice
from tile l)ermittee to the local Captain of the Po~:t an

N . ¯ . . d EPA.umerous rseetm,.gs ha~e been held wlth each applicant of an
ocean <romping permit to gather data and resolve differences between
what is best for the environment and what is best for the applicant.

¯ ! ..’ " . ," . " i . . ¯ . _
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Region IV (Allanta, Gforgia)
Beg-ion IV hti~ not rt'(:C"ivcu HOY 11ppli(,l\liun~ Cor O('("llll dumpin~

pcrmit~. Thp rpgion hl1::; sf'nt lettprs to ull Stllte nnd F('dprnl ug(~IH'i('~

which won)(l hu. n~ knowlpdgc of oe('.lln (lumping lteti"it iC':"t 11tHl 1111
rt'~POIl";{'~ hn Y(' b£'eu n(>~ttti VC.

:-;t'\"t'rul il\{luirit's irom potent.inl ppl'lllit llpplj{,llllt~ hun' h('('1\
tU\~wl,rt.\d,

Rt'!li,)Jl ,-/ (])all(I..~. Te.ra<~)

. R('glon VI i~ st-rictly r('g\lIRtin~ (){'("H·n dumpin~ ill t.1l('. Gulf \\'at-p.~
ucij'l.cent to T(\XB~ find Lou\:-\innn b.\r imposing r('~tridion:-o dcsigrwd
to lninimiz() the effcet~ of dumping Oil tho marine cn,·ironnlent, and Ilt
the Sl~me time tlllow st.udies to bc~n lC"llding to un und~r~ta.ndingof
the lute of wast.e mut('riul~. Ench OC-('(lH dumping permittee is requircd
to conducL t-oxicity studie~ of their ,nH~t.c- tli)in~ appropriate marine
species so tlw acute dnnluge can be minimized during fut-nre operations.

The most important and most. difficult requirement of the permittee
is in-~itu bionccnmulution studies that "ill reveal the uptake nnd
magnificat:ion t if any, of their \vnste in the marin.e organisms that
inhabit the dump area at any stage during their life cycle.

In addition to regulating dumping and r~quiring studies, Region VI
has required the pernuttec to record the water depth during dumping
operations, permanently lll.bel all drtlm~ Rnn pro\yidc a. spill pre,·~ntion

containment nnd counterm('a.~ure plnn to ~nreguarrl A-quntic 1'~~our('e3

if an unplanned discharge occurs outside the approved dumping zone.
Ocean dumping per~onnel are Jlc-tivcl~-e-ompiling data 'on the llot£\n­

tial' deeLl water fishery thut. is being dc,·eloped through the efforts
of the ~ i\ tioD111 ~ltU'ine Fi~heries Sen·iee find Texas Pnrks B..nel 'Vild­
life. 'Explorntorv fi:,hing i~ tak.in~ plllee on the Contincnt111 Slope
f·fOln 100 to 1,000 fathom:; and pOlential (~omm~r('ill.l (.'on(·cntrat.ions
uf roynl-r<,d :o'hrimp~ ti)<,fi:-\h. hnk<,', nnd f!{'(\p-wat.(-'f ('J"nbs hox(' bCf.'ll
tlisco\rerNL Informlltioll 1"t'lnt('d to thi~ new fisherv neecs:..;itutC's It

re-enlhllltiol\ of the ullprovC'd dump :,itrs nnd <1iehlt.c5 t.h('. 1\(\(\<1 for
deeper ~itc~ 11:' well ns rt.'qnirenu.\nt,~ fot' l,relLl.m<"lll· ~(.·hetllll(·s in li<.'u
of d\lmpin~. .

A mp.etiJig W8~ held wit.h the Const. Guard to detennine t.heir
capability for surveillance and to indnde within fut,ure permits uny
special requirements that would a.pnly, As 11 result of the Ineetiug,
additional requirements were added' to the twenty-four hour notice
from the permittee to the local Cllpt-uin of the Port and EPA.

Num('.rolls meetin~s have been held ,dt.hanch applicant of an
ocean clumping permit to gather data nnd rc~olYe differences between
what is best for the en,,;ronment and whut is best for the applicbnt.

The region has eight (8) complete tlPplications and two (2) incom­
plete applications to date. Of the eight complete applications Re~on
VI hll~ i!;sucd six permits, denied one, tmd is still processing one.
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"-~ l,.’egion 1X (San Francisco C~l;fornfa)
Region IX.!lns received two co, n lpleted app icati ns for oceau dump-

!n~ permit,, the H-lo W,~ter [ lxi Co pray 1,t~l of San Pedro
ya!l,,or~na, ~:ohect.~ and dl~i>oses of ~lups galley ",vasWs from ",’c~ols

published and transmitted for review before the end of ,hme 1973.
.The Los Angeles Police Delnwtmcnl requested a permit. Io dispose

el the collection of contraband and unchfimed weapons each year
between July 1 and 10 ~ required by the State Penal Code. Public
notice ~:.as puhli.sl.~ed and transmitted ~or review on Juno 5. On June 15~ne appneant v~thdrew the application stating that it has located a
metal recycling, facility which will accept the estimated 5.5 tons of
material for disposal.

¯ An application wan received from California Salvage Coinpany,
Wilm’~ton, to dispose of four to five tons of material, the majority

¯ . being Lithium salts, with smaller portions of pure Sodium and Potas-
sium, at a s~te about_13 nautical miles southwesterly of Los Angeles
orea~wa~er at a aepth of about 485 fathoms. Additional data on this
application is forthcoming.

Informal contact was made with three other potential applicants.
In all cases they will probably resort to other methods of disposal.
Regina X (Seattle, Washington)

Region X has received one letter of application and three inquiries
requesting information.

Monsanto Industrial Chemicals Company applied to discharge
150,000 barrels a month of vanillin black liquor from a barge to the
Strait of Juan (to Fuca. The determination was made that those
watem are presently classified as internal waters and are not subject
to controls on ocean disposal under Public Law 92-532.
-The U.S. Forest ~ervice, Alaska (The South Tongass National
~’orest) is inventorying the beaches and adjacent uplands for dis°
carded equipment left over from past logging and development
activities. As monies become available they plan to barge dump this
scrap iron at several open water locations in at ins.st 200 feet of water.
At thispoint a question remains as to wholher these locations are
governed by the ocean dumping permit program or Section 402 of
Public Law 92-500 .

The titanium tetrachloride plant of Oregon Metallurgical Corpora-
tion, Albany, Oregon, is currently shut down, but recent favorable
market forecasts have generated an interest in returning to production.
Proposed waste materml would be a sludge produced from titanium
tetraehloride production. Proposed disposal would be off the mouth
of the Columbia River.

Mr. L. F. Brown, Portland, Oregon, has inquired about the ocean
disposal of 30,000 or more rubber tires, probably weighted with
Concrete.
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.:._,.::.!. HeyiDn L¥. (San Francisco, California)
.:,.~ RcI;ion IX hus received two ~()mplcted nppliclltion~ Cor oC.t'un dump-
',.'.:'-'. ing rermit.s. The H-IO \Vl\t{'r Tt\xi Compnny, Ltd., of SIH\ Pedl'o•
.-..>.:':i~ ..,'~tl1ilorniu., eollcct... and cli~po:-'t'~ of ~hip~' ~Hlh'~' wu~t.(\~ frotH y('':'.",('I~

In the Los .AJJgolc$-Lollg ll~IU'h I!tu'hoi' I\I'l'U, \\" n~f (\~ 1\('(\ t.ran~port.{\(1

t.o a site about 7 mile5 ('fist. of Cnt·Hlinll 1~lnntl. Pul>li<' lloti('(\ will 1w
published and t.rn,nsmitted for r{'Yi~w 1)('fort\ t.ht\ <'ud of .lllla' H)7:t
. The Los Angeles Police DepurtlHt.'llt· l'e<IU£'l'ff..'d I\. p('rmit· (0 cli~pU~l'

of the collection of contrnbllud Hull unc1nimcd W(,·Hpon~ PlH'h YE\ur
between July 1 and 10 e.g rcquirNl by the SttLtc PennI Code. Public
notice-was published and transmitted for review on June 5. On Juno 15
the applicant withdre-w the application ~tflting that it ha.~ locl\ted l\.

mettl.! recycling facility whieh will accept the estimated 5.5 tons of
. mat-erial for disposal. ,

An applicat.ion W}l!\ received from Culiforniu. Salvage Company,
Wilm~tonJ to dispose of four to five tons of tnaterial, the majority

" being Lithium salts, with smaller portions of pure'Sodium and Potas­
sium. at 8. site about 13 nautical miles southwesterly of Los Angeles
breakwater at a depth of about 485 fathoms. Additional data on this
application is· forthcoming.

Informal contact was made with three other potential applicants.
In aU cases they will probably resort to other methods of disposal.
Regio-n X (Seattle, n"ash.ington)

Region X ha!i received one let.t.er of application and three inquiries
requesting information.

1-1onsanto Industrial Chemicals Company applied to discharge
150,000 barrels a month of vanillin black liquor from a barge to the
Strait of Junn de Fuca. The determination was made that t.hose
waters are pr~sently classified 8.$ internal wat.ers tlnd are not subject
to controh on ocean disposal under Public Law 92-532. .

The U.S, FQre~t Service, Alaska (The South Tongn.s~ National
Forest) is i!Jventorying the beu,ch~s and adj~cent nplands for dis­
carded eqtnpnlen t l~ft over from past log/?;lOg and development
activities. As moni~s become avnilable they plan to barge dump this
scrap iron at several open water locations in at least 200 feet of water.
At this point a question remains as to whether these locations tlI'6
governed by the ocean dumping permit program or Section 402 of
Public La\v 92-500 . '
. The titanium-tetrachloride plant of Oregon MetoJlurgical Corpora­

tion, Albany, Oregon, is currently shut down, but recent favorable
market forecasts have generated an interest in returning to production•

. Proposed waste materIal would be a sludge produced frOJn titanium
tetrachloride production. Proposed di~posal would be off the mouth
of the Columbia. River.

Mr. L. F. Brown. Portland, Oregon, has inquired about the Qcean
disposal of 30,000 or more rubber tires, probably weightl\d with
concrete.
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TABLE ,.-oCEAN DUMPING PERMITS GRANTEO, APR. Z1-JUN£ U. 1971

RaijOn I': U.S. Army Corps of Enttlneers•••••• ; •••••••••••••• Benge•.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• __••• _ May 18 1.•••.••••••••.••••••.•••.••• 1••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
Reelon I:

New York City (11 pIJnl$):
Rockaway sew8a8 treatment plarit(STP)••••••••••••• Munlcipalsswa" sludee••••••••••••••• '.' ••••• Apr. 23 8.000 cu. ~d••••••••••••••••••• 4 toads in 90 dl~ •••••• • _••• ,.
2&lh ward S.TP••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••do•.- •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••_•••do.••• 13,000 cu. yd .•••••••••••••••••• 6 loads in 60 days •••.•••••. ".
Walds.lsland STP•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••clo•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. do•••• 16&,OOOcu. Vd••••••••.•••••••• 37 loads in 60 d~ys ••••••••••••
Port RIchmond S1P•••••••••••••__ ••• _••__ ••••••••••••.do.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ' ••••_ ••do•••• 3,000 cu. rd •••••"'_" .•••_.,. 12 loads in 90 days. •••.•••••••
Tilillmen IslandSTP•••••• __ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••do.• _••~_ do.••• 65.000 cu. yd•..•••••••••••••••• n loa4$ in SO days ••• _.•••••••
Newtown Creek STP do __ _••••••••••clo•••• 242,000 CII. yd '55 lo;;ds In 7!J d.y•••••••••••.•
Hunts Point STP._ dD••••••••••••••••• _' •••••••••••••••••••••••do.••_ 73,IJOOcu. yd._ 15 loads in 60 azys ••••.•••••••
Bowery Bay STP __ clQ ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••do.••• 00.000 cu. yd•••••• _••• __ •••• _. 35. loads in 80 dll~s •••••• _•••••
Coney 1~lend SfP•••••••••••••••••• .-•••••••• _•• •••do do•••• Zl,OOO cu. yd .' •••• ,." •••••••• 12 loa':ls in in days ••••••••• _••
Owls Head SIP dQ _ _•••••••••~ ••••••do .••• ]l,()OOc;u. yd .•.•••••••••••••••• 13 10311s in 70 dJy~ ••••..••. _••

CoU~I;~:i~~~s~~:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::t::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::: :~:g8g ~~: ~~.:::::::: ::::::::::.~~ !~~~? i~. ~~. ~~~~:::: ::::::::
Passa,c Valley Sllweul8 Commission•••.••••••••• __ •• __ ••••••do , ••••••••••••••••••••••••.do .••• 167.0001:11. yd -••••••••••••••••• 18 loa(Js in 90 d,ys ••..••••••••
Linden Roselle sewelage aUlhority ., do .••••••.• _._ •.••••• _•••• _••••• , _••••••••••do.••• \5,279 l;U. yll_ ••_•••••••••••••••• , ".' " •_•. , ..••.•.•••..••••
8lJfRen CQunly sewer aUlhority ••••••••••••••••••••••••••_.•do•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••_••••••_••_••do••.• 68,000 cu. yd •.•••••••••••••••• 20 I03dS in 90 d~ys •.••••••••••
Middlesex County sewerage aulholity •••• , do•••••• _••••.••••••• ".'" do•••• 94,llOOtu. y~ ._. __••••••••••• ' •• 5 IOJd$ in 3LJ UJys. ••••••.•••.•
American Cyanlmld Co., liMen. ItI.. .........•••••.... Chemical wastes••••••••••. _••.•••••••••••••••••.do .• '. 10,000,000 gal. ..... _'" ••• _. __ 16 10 3& w,~s in 90 days- -•. - .•
Allied ChemitalCorp., MOJlistown, H,J do. •.•••.••••••••••.•••.••••••••••••.•••.do•••• 31,O()l}cu, yd •.••••••••••••••.• l~ loads in ~ dlyS ••.....•••••
£.I.du Pont & Co••.•••.•.•••.•.•••••••.••••••••••••• Incrganic salt~ ••.•.•••••••.•••••• _._ ••• __ ••••••••do.••• 63,OOO,iu.yd•••••••••••.••••• .-12Io.1l1s in 70 dJt·~ ••. ·· •..••••
NL Indushies.lne. (special rermiQ.•••••.••••••••••••• Spent sulfuric acld••••••••••• _ _do.•• _ 719,000 Cu. yd 1 to 7 10,)15 pel day••.••.••.••
Moran Towing Corp, (speci! permit) Cellar dirt. C4instruction rubble do •••• 3M,OOO cu. VeL.-••••. _. _•••••• 1.5 load' pC!r d31.•.•••.•.•••••
Merck,Sharpe &Dobme, Puerto Rico••••••••••••••••__ • Phannaceutical wastn•••••••••••••••••••.••••• Apr. 26 IZ.690cu.rd••.•••.••••••.••••• 41(1ads in 90 days •.•• : .•••••••

AppllClnt Material dllmped ,
Date

I~ued Amount dllmj)~d I frequer:ey
Tl'rm

(d.sys)
-~

60 ~

~

90
60
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80
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80
90
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county 01 We.tellesl.r Municipal sewIle sludge•••••.••••••.•••••••.••• Apr. 27 25.000 CII. yd •••••••••••••••••• UIOldlin ~ d.y .
City 0 Camd.I'I do•••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••do•••• l7,325ev. yd ·•••••• lload In 30 d;\1~- ••••••••• _•••
Middlelown slIwtt.,••ulhorltV•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••do••• '.'" .•. . •••••••.•••••••••••••••••••.do.••• 5,550 cu. yd do .
ell,. 01 Long Blleh. •••.•• _••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•do.......... . .••..••._••••••.••••••.•.••..do•••• 6,000 etl.yd••••••••••••••••••• S lo.dt In 90 Clip •••••••••••••
Joint meetinr of Essel Ind Union I:ounU"•••••••••••••••.••••do•.•. ; '" ._. ...: _.. .••••. .••••••.•••.•do.... 35.580 ev. yd••••••••••••••••• e It'~ds In 9:) daYI •.•••••••••••
Ch~vron 0.1 CO' I Perth Amboy. N.J ••••••••••••••••••••• Sp.~t c.ust.c 1"lullon :." . .••••• . .•..••.•••.do .•.• &",300 cu. yd ••••.••••••••••••• 3 bt~h 1/1 90 dc)" •••••••••••••
Wesllong B!llCn 'twer dbbltl •••• _••••••••••••••••••• Municipal sewa£8 sludt!!. _.•.••. , .•••••••.••.• MIIY 4 9,5 cu. yd .••••••••••••••••••• llold In90 dly1 .••••••.•• _...
Modern Tran1portlUon. s.ttearn" N.J. (mVnlclll.I)•••••••••••.do........... . ..• _ _, •••••..••.•••••••• _.do.••• 59,160 cu. veL••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••.•...•••••.. _. "".'
Modern TrensportltlORJ.S. K'UhY, IU. (lhdU!trlil)•••• _.~ t,ulusttlal wnl0 ..• _•.•• _~ ••••.••••do.••• 35.000 CII. WII ••••••••••••••••• lO loads In ~ dayl•••••••.•• '.'
Jonas Dispo~l. Inc., ...!dwell TllICklnl, Wm. SChaeler Municipal, septic tank, industrial sludge••••••••.••••do•• _. JlG,OOQ cu. ft••••••••••••••••• 7 ~adt In SO 113yS••••••••••.••

Seplic.
Hess Oil, WI)Odbrld~. ru ~ Spenl causlic solulion.... ••.••...••••.•••.•.. Mt~ 30 3,.000 ld '",!IOll ttl. r•..•••••...• 3to 510.ds In 90 di)'I •••.•••••
City 01 Pa1Br5l)1'I PDllce Department••••••••.•••••••••••• Guns••••••..•.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••• May 31 411) (l tonl. u •••••••••••••••• I load '" 30 dtyl ••.•••••.•••••
Ne'll YOlk Cilr Potlte Departmlnl. "6'" .•••••••••..•..• Danealous weapons Of obJects ••••••••.•.•••••••••• do•.••. 13 tons .••.•••••••••••••••• _•••••••do••••••••••• _•••••••••••
U.S. AIm)' Corps or Eniinem. N.Y. Imiel. •••••••••••_ Till ud Iny additional sunken vessel' obstruclinl •••do.•••..••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•.•••.•••••••••••••.•••••

navlgaUon.
Permit denfed: I

Pratt & Whitner. t H.rtford, C.nn••••••••••••••••• Sludge flom electro·chamleal mtaefllnlng•••••••••••••••• _•• 5,300 cu. yd 3lo.dl hI 90 da)'s .••••••••••••
Relion 111:

Cill 01 philadelphl.h••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Oilluted S¢wai8 sludglt ••••••••••••~ ••••••••••• Apr. 23 751.C<~"OM ualf4r ,..,•••••...• ]a 1~lljllrJ no dey'••.••....••
£.. • duPont••••••••••••••••••••, Aelc\ tY'sttl................................... do•••• 12IJ,Ow,OOO '6 p.r month •••••• 20 'oadi pat m~llth ••• '" •.•.••

Relion IV:
£.1 duPont. BeAllmont ~Qth ••••••••••••••••••••••••• Chentltdl wlllstes •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• May I 144.00~ ton 24,009 tonI per morctb •••••••••
E.I. duPont, ~O\l!tOn pldnl. ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••dG•••• _•••.••••••••••••••• _.............. do•••• Zl()~OCO tons •••••••••••••••••• 3S14C\l tons j:¢r mOlltb I•• '" ._.
E.1. duPont. Bolle PbnL•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••a.dta••••••••.•••••••·••••••••••••••••••••••••••• do_••••i' iO toll~: •••••••••••••••••• il.t!XJ te.,! p~ mon:l'l'; ••.••.••
G. A. F•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• III lrtlrlal/thomlcal wastas•••_•••••••••••••••••• May III &:t, tort, hJAQO Ibn. tar mOuth ••••••••
£.1. duPont. Ponch.rtr.ln.•••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••.do••••••••• _•.••••••••••••••••••••••.•••• May 22 s,(Jr;;- h·aml••••••••••••••••••• l.l\tll bur,l. ~:f r.1:lnlll ••••••••
Elhyl Corp., Balon ROllld. La••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Sodl.um/titleium I!udae•••••••••.• _•••••••••••••• fIIay 25 3,5(.10 bbtlcl. ,••••••••••••••••• 700 barrelt por mpr.Ut I •..••.••
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I Durio, term or permit.
• I yur.
• Tlie permil WI' denied beuuse the wasl. conl.lndloo mucll 011, chromium, and volatile solids.

• E.I. dUPMt'$ B~iltJmont work! ,Iso BPplled lor, permit ttll:t ~la (tJVGr ~mpj.'i~ cf '117 m"tlrt91
In In omergency situation. This application was d.nl~•

• Not to eXCll!Id.
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IX. RESEARCH STRATEGY

The ocean dumping program stratrgy, described ell page 6
prescribes an Integrated’ appro~ch, to. achieving the_ ~)gords of the Marine
Protection Research and 5a ~ct~lames Act of 1912, ~ ubhe L~Lw 92-532,
and the rela[ed goals ~ith the Federal W~ier Polhition Control Act
Amendments of 1972 Yu}~lic Law 92-500. As outlined, the program
st.rateg3 mchides the rapid development of criteria to guide the evklua-
tion of permit applications, the implementation of a permit program,
the evaluation of existing disposal sites and the monitoring and
sm’veillance of sites. To date, actions ha~e proceeded to allow each of
these components to be initiated with all possible speed by participat-
ing agencies in the interest of rapid implcmcntati0n. However, experi-
ence to date has demonstrated that the technical information which
must serve as a basis fo~: each of these components ill the broad
strategy is less than adequate. For example, in the development of the
regulations and criteria for implementation of Public Law 92-532; the

~ovailable information for setting criteria for evaluating permits wasund to be sparse and that ~hieh existed was focused on problems
other than those related specifically to ocean dumping on the marine
environment. Consequentl), recognition of the need to develop the
scientific information to guide the implementation of the legislation
has increased rapidly during the early stages of the program. The
development of this scientific in/ormation is the primary goal of the
ocean disposal research proooTam.

The objectives designed to achieve the goal of the ocean disposal
research program form a matrix of support for the components of
the broad program strateg:~, while seeking to develop the mandated
information necessary to be considered in the execution of the pro-
gram. The objectives are cross supportive and interdependent because "

-- -----.~.,~-O~ethe ~p2ex nature of the actual problems. The specific objectives
1. Develop the scientific information necessary to establish

and revLc criteria for evaluating ocean disposal permit appli-
cation as described in Section 102 of Public Law 92-532.

2. Develop the analytical methods, techniques and systems
necessary to characterize waste materials, to determine effects
in the marine environment, to characterize existing sites and to
monitor existing and alternate sites.

3. Develop an understanding of the effects of past practices
on e.xisting sites and methodologies for evaluath~g the desira-
bility of continued dumping at existJ.ng sites or initiating dumping
at new sites.

4. Develop procedures for handling, transportin,, and dumnin¢,
astes to numnuze overall effects of disposal actions.
5. Develop an understanding of the effects of extraneous

influences (airborne pollutants river and estuarine discharges
and ocean outfalls) in relation to direct ocean dumping.

6. Develop alternatives to oeea2~ dumping and information on
the oenefits of selective disposal actions.
¯ 7. Develop methodologies for asses.~ing the effectiveness oftne overau program through monitoring and other methods.

8. Develop the scientific expertise to support enforcement
a~tions.
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IX. RESEARCfI STRATEGY'

The ocean dl1mpin~ progl'!Wl 5tratrgy, described on pngc 6,
prcseribcs an int.egrated Hpprol~ch to achi(wing the gOftJs of the 1-1arine
Protection, Research and Sanct\tarics Act of 1972, Publi(: Law 02-532,
and the rcllLled goals \\ith the FcdcruJ W"likr Pollut.ion Control Act
Amendments of 1972, Puhlic Law 92-500. .As olltlincd, th~ progrum
st·rategy includes t-he rapid development, of criteria to guid(l t.he evalua­
tion of permit application::>, the implemcntaLion of a pennit program,
the evaluation of existing disposal sites and the monitoring and
surveilla.nce of sites. To date, actions hav~ proceeded to allow each of
these components to be iuitiated with all possible speed by pn.rticipa.t­
ing agencies in the interest of rapid implementa.tion. However, experi­
ence t.o date htl5 demonstrated that the technical- information which
must serve as -a basis fOJ: each of these components in the broad
strategy is less than adequate. For extunple, in the development of the
regulations and criteria for implementation of PuhUc Law 92-532, the
availa.ble information for setting criteria for evaluating pennits was
found to be sparse nnd that· which existed was focused on problems
other than those related specifically to ocean dumping on t.he Plarine
environment. Consequently, recognition of the need to develop the
scientific information to guide the implementation of the legislation
has increased rapidly during the early stages of the program. The
development- of this scientific information is the primary goal of the
ocean disposal research program.

The objectives designed to achieve the goal of the ocean disposal
re::)e~rch progrllJU form. a matrix of support for the components of
the broad program strategy, while seeking to develop the mandated
information necessary to be considered in the execution of the pro- .
gram. The objectives are cross supportive and interdependent because
of the complex nature of the actual problems. The specific objectives
are as follows:

L Develop the scientific in.f<Jrmr..tion necessary to· establish
and revise criteria for evaluating oeean disposal permit appli­
cation as described in Section 102 of Public Law 92-532.

2. Develop the analytical method~, t.echniques and systems
necessary to characterize waste materials) to dcterlnine effects
in the marine environment, to characterize existing sites and to
monitor existing and alternate sites.

3. Develop an understl1nding of the effects of past practices
on existing sites and methodo1ogics for evaluating the desira­
bility of continued dumping at existing sites or initiating dumping
at new sites.

4. Develop proce.dures for handling, transporting and dumping
wastes to nunimize overall effects of disposolactioDs.

5. Develop an understanding of the effects of extraneous
influences (airborne pollut.ants, river and estuarine discharges
and ocean outfaUs) in relation to direct ocean dumping.

6. Develop alternatives to ocean dumping and information on
the benefits of selective disposal actions.

7. Develop methodologies for n.~sei).~ing the effectiveness of
the overall program through monit-oring and other nlcthods.

8. Develop the- sci~nt.ific expertise to support enforcement
actions.
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: ~ "~- The elem~mts of 0m .~tr,~tegy to achic, vc these objectiv?s r, re d.epend-
:. ealt-0n die oti’ecti,:c coopent’,itm of t.hr .~ederal ,~em~ies.dn’rt:tly mvob,’-

:~: ed in. im.plcmcnti))g the resl)e(’tive~ acl,s ~tnd otl~er agel)cies condmtting
:;’ .~searchill t}l(’ lllg.,’ille (’nviroflhlell[..h.ll :ffoctivc r(search pr(}gl!alll

¯ will require tim il~egratiou of other agcucv aclivit.tes as tltev rela.te
to the ocean disposal program whil( mahwaiaing the missim~ respon-
sibilities of cad1 agency. The prim’ilml elements of the strategy
consist of the fodoxu lg

. 1. Continuation of e.’:isting rcser, rch prog÷ams in associated
a-encie-~ with tim recognition of the need for e~rlv inlcgration
into the overal plmmmg for the ocean (hsposal research.

2. Establishment o~ a mechani.’~n? for interagcncy coordination
of t rose research prot, rat~s capable of Contributhlo to the i~.eeds
of the ocean disposal program. "
- .3 Deve opmcnt of an overall interagency strategy to guide the

¯ (]evelopment of ocean disposal research plan and specific, agree-
meats to implement the program. ¯ ....

.. 4. Eari~" identification of gaps in existing programs to establish
ithe balsis ~or long term resource requirements.

. . 5. Development of a formal system for reporting, assessing and
: assimilating research information ~:ith the needs of the overall

ocean disposal program. -
Prog’rarns h~tve been ilfit.iated bv the agencies with research ca-

pabilities which ~-in contribute to "the objectives of the oceaatdisposal
research program¯ EPA i~ conducting studies t.o determine the fate an~
cffeet~ of material on selective species and in the marine environment;
NOAA is activel,,, studyh~, along with other activities, the effects .of

~ast. dmnping practices in the New York Bight and the Corps 0fn~neers is pursuing a program to [evelop understanding of dredged
spoil disposal problems. Actions m{rrentlv tmderwav ~vi]l lead to the
devoiopraent of a coordiltated Fc~ eral strategy and"plan for the con-
duc.;of these programs. - . - . ¯ ¯ . -

fi

" X. MONITORING STRATEGY

The succes~s of the regular.cry aspects of the ocean dural)lag.petrol{
program will depend to a large extent on the degree to wluch the
roll)act of permitted ocean dumping activities On the ocean enviromnent
can be ~ etermined in time to correct any adveme trends prior to non-
reversible changes¯ This can be achieve~i only by a carefully planned
aml implemented program of monitoring dump sites and other areas
which mav be affected by dumping activities.

Theneeds of the oce’an dumping permit¯ program for continuing
information on the health of the marine envu’onment are only a part
of the total national need for data on the oceans. The overall strategy
to satisfy the needs of the ocean dumping permit program f~r informa~
tion obtainable from monitoring is to incorporate these net~cls into the
program recp irements of other ~omponents of EPA aml other agencies
ihr(mgh active participation in the development and hnplcmentatmn
of the national marine monitoring plan now being undertaken by the
Snbcommittee on Marine Baselines and Monitoring (SC/MBM.) 
the Interac, ency Committee on .Marine Environmental Prediction
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•.; ~ .,'!- The elc'o1l'nts {)f the stJ'llt~gy to llthi("vc lll~:-\c ohjcctive.s tU'C dcpend­
~~ll,·on th~ '.'n\·ct i \-e <..;oqp~rHtiol\ of t.lw .F(~deralllgell('.ic:-;. (1il'l'/; tly illV.ol y­

. e-d in irnpll·men.tillg' the rC:;;Iw('liv('~IWt.S lHHl other. ngclleit's con~lll-<"tillg
.. ·Y··- rt;:ictlrch in tl\(, llHu'ino Pllvil:o.nmctl t. An E'ffectiv(': r(':,cun:h program,

will require th(~ integration of ot.her agelH.:Y l\cthwitir:-> :l;') lhe,\" rd~.b~

to the OeNtIl rlispo~lll prognlll1 wllil<' Ilwint:.Jining- tll(.~ mi:-;:,ioll l'('SPOll­
:,ibilitie~ of Cllt"l\ H~Pliey. Tbt' prilll'ipitl l'lt'lll(.'l\t~ of the strategy
c~n~i:;t. of the foHowmg: . _

1. Continuation of existing T('seun:h progrums in l1=,,~oLill(ed

~lgen<.'i(':, with the recognition or the H<'l'd for el\rly intcgl'l\tioll
into the' oVl'.rull planning for the ocenn dispoSlll resP-lll"eh ..

2. E:itt\blisbmcnt of H mechani-;m for intcfogcnry coordinution
! of t.ho~e resetln~h programs capul,lle of .contributing to the necds

of the ocean di:->posnl program. . .'
~" .3. Development, of un overall intel'ug~ncy~tratf'gy to ::ruide the
deyelopment. of ocean di~posnl rc~e3rch plunand specific. ngrce-
Dlents to irnplelnent the program.. '. .' ."

4. Ellrl.\- identifict\tion of gap:o; in existing program~ to est.abH~h

~the bH~is for long term resource requirements. . .
. 5. Development of n formal systeIn for reporting, nssc~~jng and
als-,imilating re:;ct\rch informat.ion with the needs of the o\WornH
oC.fIan tli.."p0:-5nl program. . _. . ..

_ -Progrnm;; hnse been initiat.ed by the ~gencies with research ea­
pllbilities which will contribute to the objectives of the ocean·disposn:1
research program. EPA is conducting st-udieg t·o detennine t.he fate nnc:J,
rffeN-- of matl'rl:ll on-selcdin~ ~ped(':; and in the marine environment:~

XOAA is act.iv"ely studying, along: wit.h other activities, the effocts .o.£­
~a~t, dumping prnct-ices in the -N('w York Bight and the. Corp~ .0.£
En.gineers is l)ursuing 11 program to. (levelop understanding of dredged
spoil. disposll problelns. Actions currently underway \\iJl lea..cl Lo the
devolopment, of a coortlinnted Federal strategy Hnd pltln for tJ1C c~n­
dur."..- of these program"s. ..' "... '. .;

x. l\IONITORING STRATEG¥
. ..

Th~ success oC the reglllnt.ory n;;;pect~ of the ocean dumping.permH
progranl will depend to n. Inr~e extent 011 the degree to wIndl, the
lnlpact of pennitted ocean dumping activities on the occnn environment
('an be determined ill time to correet any adverse t.rends prinr to non­
re,·ersible changes. This cun be achieve({ only h~' a cu"refully plnnned
and impl('menteu progrnm of monitorin~ dump sites and other fireas
which m~y be affe(~tea bv dumping' netidtics. . .

The' needs of the oeenn dumping permit program for continuing
information on the health of the tnnrine environment are only 11 purt
of the totnl nationn.l need for data on the oceans. The o\-crnH strategy
to satisfy the neeos of the ocean clumping permit progrnm for inrorIlla~

tiOll obtainable from monitoring is to incorporn ie thesc needs int.o the
progrn.m rC(luirements of other component:; of EPA and other ll.gf'ncics .
through active participntion in the d£welopmcnt mHl implcll1euto.tion

. of the national marinc monitoring pIllnnow being undcrtaken by the
Subconunittec on ~lnrinc Bnseline~ and ~lonitorin~ (SCn\'IBl\l) of
t·he Intcri\~~ncy Committee on. ~farinc Environmental Prediction
(IC~[AREr). .
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,~u¢:h an approach will make it pnssib]e to use the h ]l r nc, o of
Federal (.apab itv md rc~ot rce~ in ~ati~Cvin~ the mall ...... ""° ""¯ " . " "" ’’. o lli~.- tllUllllOHn

n.eed~,[,f the ,,,’oa~d,~ra.p,ng permit pr,,~r,,,,, trader Puhli,~ Law 92-53~as v~.ll tt:4 tllc,,4f. Ol /nbii’J l.llw 92-50,9. whioh requires I’~PA to establish
anti trndntain a marine water quality inollitering network fnr ~cneral
pollt~tion surveillance purpo..~,~. Such a st.rlttz.,gy has the following
major clement,-~:

1. Strong support, of NOAA in fulfilling its Public l,aw 92-532
re~earch and monitoring requirements and clo~ cooperation in its
. ’,t ~o.1. projects;

2. Incorporation of Public Law 92-532 surveillance activities
of the Con.st Guard into the monitoring pro~am;

8. Utilization of the marine mmlitoring activities of Other
Federal agencies;

4. Emphasis nn incorporating on-going State marine pro~ams
into the overall scheme;

5. Strong orientation of EPA efforts toward providing labora-
tory support, quality control and standardization, data flow
mechanisms, and establishment of a routine pro~am of evaluat-
ing and reporting on the status of the marine environment ill
general, and areas relating to ocean disposal in particular, includ-
ing definitions of additional monitoring and surveillance needs;

This strategy is directed toward carrying out a marine monitorin¢,
program to satisfy EPA’s responsibilities under both Public Law 92-~
500 and Public Law 92-532, yet which is structured almost entirely on
Public Law 92-532 reqnirements. Tile data produced by such a mon-

 va!natinn of dumping site,ns; (z) location or possible’alternative dumpin~ sites;
(3) tracing of pathwaw and locations of sinks of pollutants; (’4) 
diction of response of in-shore mad off-shore water quality to man-
reduced changes; (5) location of control sites ,tgainst which to meaame
long and short -term effects of ocean d umping and discharges from ocean
outfalls; (6) determination of pollutant inputs to, and effects on,
estuaries and other marine waters by upland dranage; and (7) de-
termination of compliance with permit conditions.

ad..equate monitoring program will be composed of three types of
continuing momtormg activities:

1. Surveillance of dumping operations
2. Disposal site monitoring
3. Disposal site e~ aluation studies (baseline surveys)

None of these by itself can satisfy the full needs for environmental
data on the impact of ocean dumpmg, and the obtaining of maximum
information for minimum cost requires close coordination of all three
types of activity.

Coordination of these activities is being achieved through the direct
efforts of aa Interagencv £oordinatingCommittee for Ocean Dumping
composed of representa~.i~ es of EPA, NOAA Coast G, -.’,~ -,,,! o ....
el ~ngineers, which has taken the initial steos neees.st[r’,:’to’h’k’~-~.l’,"t’~’ :
cooramated monitoring plan tbrou~l{ the-existing, g~,",-*’~’..~’-~i "
IwMAREP. ~ " ,, ........... m

p Research and monitoring dealing with the long-range impact ofOIIULIOn oil t.ae marine environment is the nrimarv res )onslbl
N;OAA t)nder, the Marine Protection,. Resea;ch, an~l Sa~ctuari~t°~
o~ ~u~ trunac ~aw 92-532). The des|gamtlon of disposal sites, setting
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SUdl an tlpproftch win mftkc it J)(.s~iblc to usc the full runge or
Fcdcrtll ("H.pll.bility nJUI r(~()lIrc~ in _..;n.ti~rying the munn(' moni torio~
ne-r.-ds of the (wr~n dl1mpin~ permit. progrtun under PHblie L"-\\' 92-5:)2
as Wt~H H:-; tho<.;(' of Pub11{~ Low 92-500. whiC'h requir(ls gPA to es(uhH;.;h
and tI1l1intoinn mBnne wat<>r quttlity monitorinj! l\C'twork {or ~f'll("rftl

.politrtion sur\~iHRnC{~ purp(}~. Such n ~trl\..t{1!.Y hll~ th~ following
major elc"llwnt,..;:

. 1. Strong support of NOAA in fulfilliuO' it.s P\lbJi~ Ln.w 92-5~2

re~(l~r('h nnd monitoring requirement~and dose cooperation in its
~-iESA projects;

-2. Incorpornt-ion of Public Lttw 92-532 surveillance activities
of the Const Guard into the monitorin~program;

a. Utili7.ation oC the marine monitoring act.h·ities of other
Federal urrencies' .

4. Emphasis o~ incorpor:at,ing on-going State marine progrnms
into the overa.ll scheme;

5. Strong orientation of EPA efforts toward providing Inborn.­
t.ory support, quality control and standardization, data flow
mechanisms, and establishmen t of a. routine program of e,-aluat­
ing and reporting on t,he status of the marine envirOntneilt in
~eneral, and areas relating to ocean disposal in particular, includ­
mg definitions of additional monitoring and surveillance needs;

Thit< strategy is directed toward carrying out a. marine monitoring
program to satisfy EPA's responsibilities under both Public Lnw 92­
500 and PuhUe Law 92-532, yet which is structured almost en tirely on
Public Law 92-532 requirements. The data produce-d by such Ii mon­
jt-oring program should allow (1) evaluation of existing dumping sites
and ocean outfalls; (2) location of possible·alternat.h,.e dumping- sites;
(3) !Tacing of pathway~ a.nd locntioiis of sinks of pollutn~ts; (4) pre­
dictIon of response of in-shore n...'1d off-shore wnter quahty to man­
induced changps; (5) location of cont,rol sites ~gainstwhich to measure
IOJ.\g and short-tenn effects of ocenn dumping and dischn.rges from ocean
outfalls; (6) determinat.ion of pollutant. inputs to, and effects on,
estuaries and other marine wat.ers by upla.nd dranage; and (7) de­
terminution of complinnce with permit conditions.

.An adequate monitoring program will be composed of three types of
continuing monitoring act.ivities:

1. Surveil] ance of dunlping operations
2. Disposal site monitoring . .
3. Disposal site evaluation studies (baseline surloeys)

None of t,hese by itself can satisfy the full needs for environment-al
data. on the impact of ocean dumping, and the obt.llining of maximum
infonnation for minimum cost requires close coordination of all t.hree
types of acthrity.

Coordination of these flctivities is being achieved through the direct
efforts of an Interagencv Coordinflting Committee forOcean Dumping
composed of represent.at.hoes oC EPA, NOAA, Coast Gunrrl. nnd Corps
of En~eel's, which has taken t,be initi~ steps neces.-;ury to dE've-Jop n
coordlnnted Inonitoring plan through the existing efforts of the
ICIvIAREP. ~

Research find monitoring dea.ling wit,h the long-range impact of
pollution on the marine environment. is the primary re8ponsibility of
NOAA under the Marine Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act
of 1972 (PnblicJ...aw 92-532). The designation of disposal sites, setting
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<7 dispo~l condiff, ons, ~,..nd the de.-,ignatiol~ of critical areas and times at,
’i !~:~ " ’" ’ ....which dumoing m~ty no¢ occur is, however, an t~t X ras mnslbmty.

Full use wilt be made of the facilities of or.her ~*ed,,ral agsncl¢~4 m
doing this, iusofar as these can be made available, but it, is up to ]~Jk

...... ] ¯to determine what l.~.).[oFn!atlou |S required for tts t,m’pos~ au~ tu~
eonditi~is under which it should b,~ obt.ai/n,d.

Dnnminz mav tw done ouh" at aDlU’ovcd Iocatioux. S.omo e×lst,i~q~
dmnping s~tes have been appr~ved I;,.: EPA in tilt, rc~ulatitms for u~
on an interim ba:fis pendin~ tile de~:elopmcnt and e’vMuation of the
information neces.;arv to approve dumping sit~,s for ust, on a continuing
basis. Sites will be approved through publi¢.ati,m iu the Federal Regis*
ter and approval will be based on a thorough evaluation of sufficient
data to determine the probable impact of wastes on tile proposed si.e.s.

Should an applicant request, use of a dump site not atreadv deslg-
nated as an approved dumping area, the applicant will be res~nsible
for providing to EPA data sufficient to e~:ahmte the ecological value
of the proposed site and the impact of ~aste materials upon it.

Dumping sites wilt not be approved for dumping on a permanent
basis. Each site will be subject~-I to an initial baseline survey" prior
to approval for continuing use and will then be carefully monitored
and resurveved on a continuing basis. In general, sites i~, use will be
approved for continuing use as long as the.,: exhibit negli~ble damage
from the wastes dumped at them and as lon’g as the effect’of the wastes
do not impact other areas. If a site beans to exhibit, degradation, then
lta use for dumping will be terminated permanently or until it recovers.

In approv;.ng a site for continuing use, the approach will be to
prepare a full enviornmental evaluation of the present conditions of
the site and the probable impact o~ dumping upon it. This will be
based on the volumes and nature of the waste material dumped within
its boundaries and upon one or more baseline survevs of the sits. Such
sur eys would not be of the level of effort needed’for a thorough re-
sasrcb study, but would gi-,e the data necessary to determine present;
conditions and probable impact of wastes on the site. Such a survey
should include measurements of chemistr5 of the water column at
and near the site; current structure and water mass movement and
ehasaeten:stic.% bottom sediment geology, chemistry, and physical
characteristics bathvmetrv nature and ’diversity of biota, includinz
plankton and other" floatlng life, pelagic, mid-level, and demersa’l
crustaceans and fish, shellfish, and benthic organisms. Such a survey,
repeated at periodic intervals would enable EP± to determine wimth~r
or not a site is being adversely affected and termination of its use is
indicated.

The teehnieal report on the baseline s~udies will serve as the basis
for the environmental assessment and WIU be combined with other
information on site use to provide an analyais of the overall environ-
mental impact of the designation of the site as appro~ ed for continuing
USe;

The actual approval :of a site will be done through promulga-
tion in the Federal Register according to standard admmistratavo
procedures,

There have been 119 dumping sites approved on an interim basis.
This approval has been hasedonly on their prior use !or the dnmpingof wastes. Withiu ttfis list are sites which are hea~ily used at the
present time and also sites which are not being used at all right now.

.... -,1..
'.;..-
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<.-( dispOhHl condit~()nb. H-nd the JCbi~a.tiOI~ of critical areas and tiCUC5 at
...... ":~ which dumping- may not. O'-cur is, llowovor, 1m EPA r'~5ponsibiJit.y..
. '. ';'':.'.:. Full use v.--ill be made of tlw. f u<,'ili t.ies of ot.her Fed('ral ugenci~i in

doing this, in:')ofar itS thuse can be mude ll.\·nil~blc) but· it, i::; up to nPA
to uewrrnine WhtiL information i8 n\quir{~d (or ils pHrposM tuld tut)
eonditiGii~ unt1€lr ,,-hich i~ !ihould IH\ obt.nint'tl.

.Dumping' mn\' l){' clotH' only nt uPllro\'t',l IO('lltiul\s, ~1lH\ e:dst..lng
dumpin~ t\itp:, lin\"(\ h('l\H nppro\"(\d hy EPA in thl' n'~111I\tinl\:' {or l1g('

on llI1 in t{"rim b:\sis prndin~ the.' dl\\"(\lopl1\(,ll t lItHl I.'\"llllll\ t.ion of tht'
inConnf\tion neCf's:;,nry to sppron.· clullIping- :-\it.(\i'i. (or H:o'.~ on n C',ontinuin~

ba~.is. Sites '\1t;H bt- nppro,-('(l throug-h p\1blif'ntion ;n t·h~ Ffdr.ral Re.yis­
ttr and appro\"f\l wilt be basMi on n thorough e.\"niuat.ion of sufficient
data to detenninc the probabl(\ hnplwt of wnst~ on lht' proposed ~i:.cs.
. Should an a.pplicn.nt requ~t, U~(\ of a dnmp site not already dcsig­

natOO as an approverl dumpin~ nr~a. t.he NppH(mnt will be re~POn8ible

for pro\·iding to EPA data sufficient to <.'n\lnatc the ecologic·al value
of the proposed site and the impact of wHste matcritll~ upon it.
Dumpin~ si~s will not be appron~d Cor dumping on a. permanent

basis. Each site will be snbj~ctM to nn initial bllf'eline survey prior
to appro,·al for continuing u~c tlnO will th~n be cnrefully monitored
and resurveyed on a continuing busis. In g-cnern), sit.es in use vt"ill be
appro\-ed for (;ontinuing- use as long us they exhibit negligible danlage
from the wastes dumped fit thenl find us long as the effects of the wastes
do not impact otb('f ll~as. If a site begins to exhibit degradation, then
it$. use for dumping will be tenninated pennnnently or until it fecovers.

In appro\"mg a sit~ for continuin~ use, the approu:ch will be to
prepare a full enviornmentt\l C\'aI1l3tion of the present conditions ot
the site and the probo.ble impact of dumping upon it. This will be
based on tho volumes and nature of the waste rnntClrir..1dumped within
its houndaries and upon one or moro haseline sun-eys of the site. Such
sur"'eys would not be of the level of effort needed for n thorough re­
searcll study, but would ~ve the dntll necessary to uetern1ine present
conditions and probable impact oC Wll.~te::\ on the ~ite-. Such a survey
should include rncusurements of chemistr\" of the wtl.tf'r tolumn at
and near the site; current structure n.nd \vater mass InO\·e.ment and
chart\cteristics, bot.tom sediment geologv, chemistry, and physical
characteristics, bathymetry; naturc' find 'diversity of biotu, including
plankton and othet floating life, pelaO'ic, mid-lc\·el, and demersal
cnl:;tncean!'i and fish, shellfish, and benthic organisms. Such 8. ~urvey,
repen,ted at periodic inter,·als would pnll.ble EPA to determine whether
or not a site i~ being adversely affected and termination of its use is

.indica.ted.
The tet:hnil;a) report on the baseline studie~ will serve as the bn.sis

for the environmcnt~l assessment n.nel will be t;on1bincd with oth('r
information on site usc to provide au analysis of the overall environ­
mental impact of tho designation of the site as appro\·ed for continuing
use,.

The a.ctun.l approval :of a. site 'will be done through prom\11~D..
don in the Federal R~gi.ster according to standllrd admlnistl'D.tivo
procedures.

There havo benn 119 dumpin~ sites approved on an interim basis.
This approval has been hased only on thpU' prior use for the dumping
of wastes. Within this list are sites which are hc£\vily used at the
·pro~ent time and also sites which are not being used. at all right now.
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: "’$’-iyAm°?gthese llOsitesaretho~dwhi¢! she Id )eovt~
":i: .Ls possible to ~ etermiue W ,.,~ ..... rated a~, rapl~ y

:: # whether or not altem~,~},; -:?~." ......."u~ t,~elr use can be con nuod dr¯ . e.xisti/~g s tea termi ~a’i~’¢i" ~,~. nl 1st ])(’,seJect.ed aml ch,mph g tt. ’t’!(0.... ¯ .~,~h:~e el IAI(~ Illnlte(! rosoHr(’O~ available,
’~: ".!i - l~or i::ttrrylr)g out site 6vahtatimt st ~ i,% the evaluat on ,~f .~- .. 
¯ : nmst be deferre¢ mtil a at(- ,:..S~ n,," , . . - .... ,,,t sites--,,c. tneoass . ,-t iori iO.sfor.~ite ev~duation st.ndies is ts follo~s: mr settm,’, )r

1..Sites PreseaI/y in U.¢e
Th.e approved interim dumping sites are of the high
prmmty for evaluation. Each .:,*. ; ....... ¯ . . ~ est order of
and etther aDnroved or d~-’-’,(~-,’-" e’~"~en~lY m .u~e. must be evahmtcd
a~-rova ¯ -l- . . ~--"~J’p}~loverd tot eontlnl in use "~,rhpp ¯ J o~ an exlsunr, site is i--~ -. -,^~ , g. " ere d~s-
"~ ’ C , o . ,,,,,~.a~ct~ as.a result oi an eva~ua~ion
~e ~o~eCttlon ann a.ppro, al of an alternate s, te becomes ofahi h at’

.P 5, ¢lependmg on the nature ,.n,t a-t .... g ’(er
secreted with the existing site ......Xoen~ at tae aamage.a.s.

f Am.ong tim sites presently approved on an interim bmsis,, tl~eollow-mg orders of priority in disposal site evaluation are indic
¯¯ (,a) Sludge dumping antl industrial w0.st- a .....:_ .. ated.anu.ctese inshore, i.e. witbin or immediatei’v"~gcela~S~on ~t~se

contiguous zone; ~ . .
(b) Sludge dumping and industrial waste dum in¢, si " 

farther offshore than in 1 a ; P ~" " tes m use(c) Inslmre dredged spoil "disposal sites in use ....
(d) Offshore dred,,ed s"oi] -~:~-’-’ .... ; ,’e* ’ F u~)osal Sl~es In use;(e) Garbage and refuse disposal sites in use;
if) Construction and demolition debris disposal sites 
(9) Other sites in use. " us~i~

2. Alternate Sites . ." - ’
Wben a disposal site evaluation study o~ an interim approved site

indieates that use of that s.,te should be suspended or terminated
,~tuneum~e,y, an a~ternate site stm lid oe sele¢ ted and evaluated as
rapid,y as possible, and the priority for the selection of an alternate site
should be the same as for the evaluation of the original site. The follow-
mg result~s of a disposal site evaluation would provide strong indication
that use of the site should be discontinued as soon as possible:

’ (a) Movement of waste materials dumped af the site into
’ estuaries or onto oceanfront beaches or shorelines.

(b) Movement of w~ste materials dumped at th’e site into pro-
ductive fishery or shellfishery areas;

(c) Degradation of the ecosystem at the dump site which ap-
pears progressive and which might result in complete sterilization
of the dump site if’dumping is allowed to continue.

If the biota at aa existing dump site are comDletel ~
if this condition is eonfin~tl ~-,~ ~- ’ , .... , y "iped out and
the selection of an alte’~:n~,~’~ ~aennme .a~,~te vm~.m, tY of the dum sitesince the use of an al~".~;’^~:L~- ,,,a~:.no~ se o~ a high order of p~oritv’
damaging two sites in~;"-~ump sate may only result in eomDlete|~’~¯ ~ .... v, one. ~,, preferred a~proaeh ouldbe (o
Ph:s]~iout dumping of the materials causing,-" .L w .¯ o ~ne ¢tamage as rapidly as
3. Interim Approved Sites no~ in Use

Sites approved on an interim basis but not currently beino used
should be surveyed to determine the extent of damage and ~ate of
recovery from past damage. Such sites may be approved as possible
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:,~".t..'" AniO~1g these 119!{i~('~ i\.r~ tho~e wh;dl!;ho~ll?ht- r.vu.htn,lNl tl~ rnpltlly
•.•. '. 'L~' pO~~lhlc to dN('rmlJl(\ wnetht'r or not tlH'lr lls~ (~itn he eOnflTHW'd or
. w]wfhl'l' or not ulterJllltt~ sitf::; ml1~t }w sel~ct:ccl fl.nd (lllInpi-ng-, nt. 'the'

--- ," ~x.istii\g sitc~ t~rnlil)~lt~.iJ. J;lcC~ttl~e ()( tJll.~ liJnite(! r(~S()\lrr(~~ ft\'lliIJtl)!f~

" ':. <~: -r(;l~ earryinf.: out site c·'·u.luation ~tt/ili6:-\, tlll:~ C""aluatioI\ of ~OIr}(\ ~i!~s
; ,.' mtl~t,be deferred until a Ill,tpr time. The basis for ~ctting priorities ·fot
, site evaluation st.ndies is n~ follow:): .. .

1•.Sitfs PTfsen!Jy ill, l.T.c:e
.. The u.pproved int,£'rimdulU{>ing ~itcs are of t.he. higlwst order of

pl'iorit)" for evaluation. Eltch site prc;..;.r.utly in U:;H mu~t. be evaluat.od
and either appro\Ted or disapproved. for continuing lIse. VV'here dis­
a.pproval of an existing site iH indic.tttcd as a result of an evu.luation,
the selection and approval of an alternate site becomes of a high o.rder
of priority, depending on the nature and extent, of the damag~ .a.'i-
sociated with the existing. site. .

AltlOng, the sites presentlY'llpproved on an interim basis). the
followi.ng orders of priority in dispo:ml site evnlua.tion are indicated~

. (a) Sludge dumping and indu~trial waste dumping sites in use
and close inshore, i.e., within or immediately adjacent to, the

. contignaus zone; '. . .:
(b) Sludge dumping and indust.rial waste dumping sites in US~

f~rther offshore than in La.; : ,
(c) Inshore clredgecl spoil disposal sites in use; ..
(rl) Offshore dredged ~poi1 dispo~a1 sites in use;
(e) Garbage and refuse dispo~al ~itc~ in usc; .
(fJ Construction and delnoJition uebris disposal sites in ~e.;~
(g) Other sites in use.

2. Alternate Sites .
When. II di~posal site evaluation Btudy oj an int€'rim approved site

indicat~s tht\t use of that' site should be suspended or terminated
immediateJy, an alternate site should be seleeted fl,nd C"yn,lun.ted as
rapid.,)" IlS po~sible, and the priority {or the selection of nn ll.lternntc site
should be the ::)a.me 11S for the evaluation of t.he origint\.l site. The follow­
ing results of a disposal site evaluation would provide strong indication
that use of the site should be discontinued as soon as possible:

, (a)~'lovcment or waste materials dumped at the site into
estuaries or onto oceanfront beaches or shorelines;

(b) Movement of waste materials dumped at the site into pro­
ductive fishery or shellfishery areHfo;;

(c) Degradation of the ecofo;ystem at the dump site which ap­
pears progressive and which might result in complete stelilizo.tion
of the dump site ifdumping is allowed to continue.

If the biota at an existing dump site are completely wiped out nnd
if this condition is confined to the llnmediate viCInity of the durnp site,
the selection of an alternate site may not be of a high order of pnorit:y')
since the use of an altemnt-e dump site mtlo)" ohI)· rc~mlt in cOlllpletely
damaging two sites instead of one. A preferred approach would be to
phase out dumping or the materials causing the damage as rapidly as
pos~ible.

9. lnurim Approved Sites not in Use
Sites approved on nn interim hasi,~ but not eurrently beoing used

should be surveyed to detennine the extent of damnge and rate of
recovery from past damage. Such sites may be approved as possible
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¯ : alternate sites, used as control sites, or recommended to NOAA for
~-:: detailed research study to determine long-range impacts of ocean

dumping.
¯ Priorities slneng these sites will be set accordizlg to how recondy

dumping at the site was discontinued aml thc Ivp~, of ’.vaslt,~ dtuuped
I ere. The highest )riori v w~ be its ¯ ed (’site~t whit’h.~e’,~’a,e
sludge aud/or industrial wastes were mo~t rceeulh" ituuq~t,d "~"

4. Control Sites
o. o. . ~ ¯ . .As part of the lon~.-ran...t re~.( at~ h and momtorm~ roqmred to deter-

mine the impact of wastes on the mariue environing’at, several control
sites not impacted by w~tes will be selected off each major coastal
area; these will be surve3, ed on a routine cf~utiauing basis as a means
for ty’in~ to~ether all disposal site evaluation studies, particularly in
regard t’o normal flnetuatmns over a period of years.

XI. CONCLUSION

Since the enactraent of the Marine Protection, Research, and
Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (Public Law 92-532), on April 23, 1973, the
previously uncontrolled practice of transporting and dumping of
wastes in ocean waters has come under control A permit program
under which each permittee is required to provide a detailed descrip-
tion of the waste material, method of’disposal, and disposal site
location has been implemented and is now operational. An interagenc)
coordinating committee consisting of EPA (chairman), NOAA, Ooast
Guard, and Corps of Engineers has been formed to coordinate all
activities under the Act. This committee has developed draft research
strategies and monitoring strategies and is currently working on
standard procedures and methods for earrvin¢, out monitoring, and
studies of disposal sites.

~ ~ ~

During Fiscal Year 1974, field investigations of existing dump sites
will be conducted as a first step in determining the impact of permitted
ocean dumping activities on the ocean environment. St.andard pro-
cedures for sampling and molritoring will be initiated, and the interim
regulations and criteria will be revised.

In the conduct of the dump site investigations EPA will, to the
fullest, extent practicable, utilize the marina facilities of other Federal
agencies.

O
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.~ - alternate :')ilc;" \1~cd as control sit('~. or rccomm(!nded to XOAA for
detailed resetlfch study to det.crnline long-range impflcl~ of Qt'·can
dumping.

}")l1oriti£':, nnwn~ these site:; will lw ~(1t. lH'('(irdill~ to lunv recently
dumping ut tlw :-:-ite wn:'\ disl'-ontinued null tht' lypl' of Wll~tl'~ dllmped
there. T}w hiftlH·~t priority wOllld btl n~;:,i~IH\d to ~it(':, :l.t whil'h :-:(\\\"H~t'

tihrdgoe nndjor ind\l~trin-I WUl"lp:" wpn· 11l0~t 1'('('(\l\lly dllll\Pl'tL

4. Control SittJS
A~ pnl't. of t.lw long-rntl~l\ rrsPl\l'eh 11I\(IIl\(\nitorii\~ r('qllin'd to dl\tl\r­

mine t,he irnpHet of wnst.es on t.h(~ IUllrinl\ cnviromurnt,. ~('v('rl\l eontl'ol
Eoitt'~ not hnpacted by wn.st.e~ will he s{~lect,{'d off Ctl(·h mnjot' eou:-itnl
t\rE't\; these' will be surveyed on n, routine continuing basis us a means
for tying togc-lher t\ll disposal ~ite. evnlu:1.tion gtudics, pH)·ticularly in
fPgllrd to normnl fluctuation:,; o'''er a pe-riod .of years.

XI. CONCLUSION

Sinee the enactment of the ~Jlarine Protection, Research, and
Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (Public Law 92-532), on April 23, 1973. th~
previously uncontrolled practice of transporting llud dunlping of
waste,,~ in ocean wat,ers has come under controL A pcrrnit- progranl
under which each permitwe is required to provide a de.taile.d de~crip­
Hon of t.he wn.ste ma.teril11, method of' disposn.l, and disposlli site
loca.tion has been implementecll1nd i~ now operationa.l. An interagency
coordinat.ing committee consisting of EPA (chairman), NOAA, Coast
Guard, and Corps of Engineers hils been forn1ed to coordinate all
a.ct.ivities under the Act. This committee has developed draft research
strategies find monitoring strategies and i::i currently working on
standard procedures and methods for carrying out monitoring and
studies of disposal sites. -

Durfug Fiscal Year 1974, field investigations oC existing dunlp sites
will be conducted as a first step in determining the impact of permitted
ocean dumping activities on the ocean environment. Standard pro­
cedures for sampling and monitoring will be initiatedt and the interim
regulations and criteria will be revised.' - .

In the' conduct of the dump site invest,igations EPA will, to the
fullest extent practica.ble, utilize the marine facilities of other Federal
agencies.


